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OUR HOPES 
AND FEARS 


YORKSHIRE IS ENGLAND’S largest county. It is also one of the areas of our 
country worst afflicted by the mass Afro-Asian colonisation of our country since the 
last War. As such it encapsulates in microcosm the best and worst of today’s Britain, 
and the hopes and fears every true patriot must harbour for the future of our land and 
folk. In one county is embodied the nightmare, and the dream, either of which could 
be a true vision of our nation’s tomorrow. 

The nightmare which one may behold by daylight walking the streets of 
Bradford. A British city become an outpost of the Third World, its streets 
swarming with the dusky masses of the Indian subcontinent, its centre given over 
to book-burning mobs led on by fanatic mullahs. A scene out of Kipling’s Raj, 
brought to our streets by International Capitalism. A scene few of our 
grandparents who enjoyed the Bard of Empire’s colourful pen-portraits of the 
far-away exotic East can have expected to have imported to their own streets. 
East may be East and West West, but the twain have very definitely met, in the 
streets of cities like Bradford. Where the mythical Alderman Foodbotham has 
been replaced by the all-too-real Lord Mayor Mohammed Ajeeb. Where our 
nation and our people are visibly dying in the ancient heart of England. 

The dream reflected in the quintessentially English countryside of the 
Yorkshire Dales. Small rustic villages, genuine local communities peopled not by 
brainwashed produce-and-consume clones but by independent-minded 
Yorkshire “characters”, real individuals, the salt of the English earth. A dream 
glowingly evoked by vet James Herriot. A dream now threatened materially by 
rural unemployment, urban sprawl, environmental pollution and the destruction 
of British agriculture by Capitalist “agri-business” combines and the Common 
Market. A dream menaced spiritually by the cultural cancer of cosmopoitan US 
TV junk and the creeping spread of Thatcherite “values” of ruthless selfish greed, 
the steady conversion of everyone everywhere into homogenised cogs in the 
Capitalist world-machine. But a dream which could yet live. 

The nightmare we bring you in this issue of Vanguard from the pen of Leeds 
National Front Chairman, Yorkshireman Michael Hebden, in his chilling 
portrayal of “Yorkshirabad”. The chance of saving and building the dream lies 
in Yorkshire as everywhere else in our land in the National Front, whose current 
growth in Yorkshire is chronicled elsewhere in our pages. In the 
coming weeks, the NF in Yorkshire will be bringing the dream to the.heart of the 
nightmare, when National Front candidate Mr. Robert Tenney stands in 
Bradford North, the core of Islamic “Yorkshirabad”. To the embattled 
remaining Whites of that city he and we offer the only chance to choose not to 
follow the nightmare into oblivion, but instead to tread the first steps on the long 
road out of the darkness to the bright uplands of the dream. We are sure our 
readers will join us in wishing Mr. Tenney well in Bradford North. Let us hope 
that all true Yorkshiremen there hearken to his, and our, message, and remember 
that the Rose of their County is, and must ever remain, White. Thus shall the 
dream prevail over the nightmare, the White Rose prevail over the Brown horde, 
and “Yorkshirabad” become once again triumphantly Yorkshire! 
































Race War in Race Board 


A SINGLE handwritten letter has 
probably done more to expose the 
ludicrous and vicious black farce that is 
Britain's race relation industry than any 
other number of protestations by 
victimised whites and imprisonment of 
patriots. 

Formed thirteen years ago to administer 
the hated, and widely ignored, Race 
Relations Act the Commission for Racial 
Equality squats in the very heart of London 
with the express purpose of controlling the 
way people think about having Blacks in 
the country. No book, film, song, joke or 
sign is to question, let alone denigrate, 
their bountiful presence in Britain's once 
green and pleasant land. 

It comes as a bit of a shock, then, to find 
that this real life thought police admin dept 
is being rocked by accusations of racism 
within its own ranks of all things. Secret 
allegations about the suitability and 
competence of Black members of the CRE 
have been followed by rather more public 
counter allegations of overt racism. While 
union shop stewards are busy running 
around like headless chickens racial 
pressure groups have been formed and the 
calls for sackings have been countered by 
threats of legal action. 

The letter in question was sent in 
confidence by Michael Day, the Chairman 
of the Commission to his right hand man, 
Chief Executive Peter Saunders, on May 
27th. 

'7 seriously question the suitability and 
competence of staff in post ", he wrote in 
fairly tortuous English, continuing . . . 
"Their limitations were obvious but in not 
tackling them we have compromised 
making it just postponing the inevitable". 

TROUBLE 

The trouble stems from the fact that all 
three staff members he specifically named 
are Black, two of whom are extremely 
senior within the organisation. The leaked 
letter has led to the three seeking legal 
action, one of them being publicly quoted 
as saying that " our professional 
reputations have been damaged by Day 
despite us having no blemishes on our 
record". Day has also been accused of 
"management by blackmail" by their 
supporters for twisting Saunders arm into 
somehow asking for their resignations. 

Michael Day for his part is absolutely 
furious that the handwritten letter 
(precisely to avoid being seen by 
secretaries and typists presumably) was 
leaked in the first place. He is on record as 
calling its publication "despicable” and 
has promised a witch hunt to find the 
person responsible. 

Although concerned the unions appear 
reluctant to get involved; despite a series of 


high level meetings wih the management 
the spokesman of one, the National Union 
of Civil and Public Servants, gravely 
commented; "there are a lot of issues 
involved but we are yet to have a full 
executive meeting to decide our 
response". 

The Blacks within the Commission have 
decided to take matters into their own 
hands rather than wait for the outome of 
any "full executive meeting" though. 

Conscious of the fact that a large 
proportion of the Blacks employed by the 
CRE have left within the last year or so they 
have a caucus group called Black Staff. 
One of its "spokespersons" explained that 
its purpose was "to ensure that a Black 
dimension permeates through the CRE ... 
at the moment it is lacking. 

However much Day tries to disguise it 
the Black staff group have a point. Since he 
joined two years ago the number of Blacks 
just at the top of the tree, for instance, has 
fallen from three directors and a chief 
executive to just one director. 

NEED 

Any one with a modicum of intelligence 
would have questioned the need for a 
Black pressure group within the very 
organisation that preaches racial equality 
and sensed something fishy in the 


formation of one. Day, however, sees, 
"nothing signifiant", it it. In saying so he 
managed to enrage the Blacks even furtheF 
(although it was totally ignored by the rest 
of Fleet Street the quote was widely 
repeated in the Black press). 

The criticism Day has levelled at Blacks 
within the organisation (that they are too 
incompetent to look after their own 
interests basically) has come about as the 
result of mounting media criticism of the 
body. Newspapers as diverse as the Sun 
and the Sunday Times have questioned 
whether firstly "race relation boards" are 
necessary, whether, secondly, they do any 
good even if they are (questioning their 
effectiveness in other words) and thirdly, 
even supposing they could be made 
effective, is the Commission the right body 
to do it? 

As Day puts it in the letter "time is 
running out , and unless some feature of 
the Commission management is put right 
we shall have the crunch". 

Day has a problem on his hands, then. 
Left to its own devices in the hands of the 
Blacks the CRE will inevitably be wound 
up. On the other hand trying to make an 
effective body will mean junking the 
Blacks and showing the world exactly 
what the government thinks of racial 
equality in real life. 


In Agreement 



Alexander Solzhenitsyn 


In Issue 30 of Vanguard, in a special 
report on the Soviet Union today, 
this magazine outlined a possible 
Nationalist way forward for the 
Russian people. 

It would be based on pan-Slavism 
ethnically; economically it would 
favour Distributist small-scale private 
enterprise, eschewing both Marxist 
state monopoly and Western 
Capitalist monopoly. Culturally it 
would re-discover its Russian roots, 
buried beneath 70 years of 
Communist propaganda. 

We are flattered to see our 
proposals have now been echoed by 
Russia's greatest living writer and 
thinker, Alexander Solzhenitsyn, in a 
manifesto recently published within 
the Soviet Union itself. 

We can't claim to have influenced 
Solzhenitsyn, of course. Still it's good 
to know we are in agreement. 
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The Islamic Republic of YDRKSHIRABtP 


IN WEST YORKSHIRE, thinking people • and that doesn't only 
include those enlightened individuals who have joined our 
movement - have long been convinced that it's only a matter of time 
before the Muslims completely take over what used to be called the 
West Riding. Unless somebody stops them that is. 


Determinedly pro-immigrant local 
authorities in these parts have made no 
secret of their willingness to give way to 
Asian demands, to grant them special 
rights and privileges and enable them to 
form their own totally separate 
communities. The result is that such 
communities now exist, invariably hostile 
to even the most harmless white presence. 

Mark you, I don't suggest that this 
development is exclusively devoted to 
Yorkshire; exactly the same thing is 
happening in other parts of the country. 
But it seems to me that the county of the 
White Rose is a prime example of the birth 
and growth in Britain of Islamic 
nationalism. 

Not our sort of nationalism, of course, 
which believes in the sanctity of national 
identity within the confines of the lands of 
ethnic origin. On the contrary, this is a form 
of nationalism which is in reality 
imperialist. 

Anyone who cannot understand - or 
refuses to understand - that we are 
actually the victims of an insidious 
colonisation by Islam is either stupid or 
traitorous - or both. What is happening in 
Britain is exactly parallel to Saddam 
Hussein's takeover of Kuwait, except that 
it is being achieved by stealth and 
contrivance rather than by force or arms. 

It is impossible to understand why there 
has been no apparent public outcry over 
the recently released Islamic plans to set up 
their own two-tier Government and a 'non- 
territorial' state, right here in the 
heartlands of our own country. Behind this 
monstrous manifesto is the unashamedly 
pro-Iranian British Muslim Society, 
headed by Dr Kalim Saddiqi. 

Exactly what a 'non-territorial' state 
might be is difficult to understand. It seems 
that adjective and noun are a contradiction 
in terms. How can any state be non¬ 
territorial, and how can it possible have 
any enforceable authority? 

It is quite obvious that in Britain there 
are many large alien-populated districts 
which are already claiming territorial 
possession, if they haven't actually got 
round to proclaiming territorial rights. 
Within ten miles or so of my own home 
there are several such areas, into which 
few white folks ever venture. To all intents 
and purposes, they are already mini-states 
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MICHAEL HEBDEN 

looks at the attempted Islamic 

conquest of Yorkshire. 


in which the inhabitants pay little or no 
heed to British law or traditional 
behaviour. 

BACKLASH 

Some Muslims are claiming - well, they 
would, wouldn't they? - that Dr. Saddiqi is 
no more than one of a number of self- 
styled Islamic leaders who have no real 
following, and that his plans are 
dangerous because they could well result 
in a backlash of white anti-Muslim feeling. 
Notable amongst these protesters is one 
Dr. Zaki Badawi, who appears to have set 
himself up as a sort of Public Relations 
Officer on behalf of Muslim 'moderates'. 
Sadly for him, his title of Head of the 
Council of Mullahs and Mosques is 
scarcely likely to instill confidence in the 
minds of any indigenous Briton. 

Recently the Sunday Telegraph printed a 
lengthy article by Badawi in which he said, 
amongst other placatory platitudes: ' The 


impression that Muslims in Great Britain 
are bent on isolating themselves from the 
rest of society and establishing a state 
within a state is totally untrue. There might 
be a few first generation immigrants who 
are still drawn to the image of the society 
back home and wish to transplant it over 
here. The second generation, however, 
has no such longing; nor do they seek to 
live separately or even accept such an 
arrangement.' 

Oh yeah? 

Anyone living in an area in which there 
is massive Muslim presence will 
immediately recognise those words for the 
rubbish they are. Far from showing any 
desire to integrate and become a part of 
traditional British life, these second 
generation immigrants are steadily 
becoming more arrogant and assertive. It 
is now commonplace to hear of them 
spitting insults -usually at elderly white 
women - and telling them get out since this 
is theirtown. Even the young females, who 
until fairly recently have been as self- 
effacing as chameleons, have started 
banding together to hurl obscenities at 
solitary passing white girls. 

Whilst you might, very occasionally, 
come across white and immigrant 
schoolchildren walking around town 
together, you never see teenagers in mixed 
groups. And if it's possible to have 
anything less then never, that's the 
number of times you see a social 
intermingling of adults. So much for 
integration. 


Picture 
taken in 
Calcutta ? 

No, this 
is a 

"Yorkshire" 
mill worker 
in 

Cleckheaton, 













Yorkshire schoolgirls? 
Another Batley school 
without any British pupils, 


I have a theory - which I can't 
substantiate, of course - that, far from 
Siddiqi and Badawi representing opposing 
ends of the Islamic political spectrum, they 
are working hand in glove. Whereas 
Saddiqi openly expresses true Muslim 
aims, I believe, Badawi presents a picture 
of moderation aimed at securing even 
more acquiescence from the gullible 
supporters of multi-racialism and allaying 
the fears of normal white people. Such 
covert co-operation would represent no 
dichotomy within the convoluted 
reasoning of Muslim politics. 

Badawi's piece resulted in some pretty 
robust replies from Sunday Telegraph 
readers. One of them pulled the plug on 
him by quoting his own words, written in a 
book called Islam in Britain: 'A 
proselytising religion cannot stand still. It 
can either expand or contract . . . (Islam) 
hopes that one day the whole of humanity 
will be one Muslim community , the 
Umma .' 

It would perhaps have been more 
accurate for Badawi to have said 'Islam 
intends' rather than 'Islam hopes'. 

NO SUCH ANIMAL 

There is no such animal as a moderate 
Muslim. Even Saudi Arabia, which has 
called on Western aid to prevent further 
advances by Saddam, is virulently Islamic - 
as witness its laws and practices, its open 
funding of Muslim expansionism, its 
detestation of Israel. The only reason for 
the appeal for UN help was the most basic 
of them all . . . self-preservation. 

Already there are disturbing stories of 
Muslim disgust in Saudi Arabia about 
white women in uniform, or driving motor 
vehicles or smoking in public. Outside the 
Saudi Royal Family there is much secret 
resentment of foreign nationals being 
located on the holy sands of a country that 
houses Islam's most sacred shrines. 

Already Saddiqi has openlycalledfor the 
withdrawal of British forces from the Gulf. 
Badawi, withoutactually contradicting this 
view, concentrates on stating that 
Muslims abroad should obey the laws of 
the land in which they are living. 

Unfortunately, however, that particular 
ruling is based on convenience, not moral 
obligation, and is valid only when there is 
no perceived opportunity to replace non- 
Islamic law with that of Islam. If such an 
opportunity arises, the Muslim is obliged to 
take it. 

Given all the foregoing, can anyone 
doubt what will inevitably happen if (or 
perhaps I should say when) Saddiqi's 
manifesto is generally accepted by 
British Muslims. 

Those mini-states of Bradford and Batley 
and Dewsbury, and in Rochdale and 
countless other towns throughout the 
land, will become even more isolationist 
and self-contained. 

Muslims pride themselves on their deep 
sense of religion, indeed they are admired 
for it by a great many white people. To call 
it religion is perhaps a misnomer. Islam is 
not so much a religion as a way of life, in 


which the ruling factor is Islamic law as 
interpreted by the Imams and Mullahs. 

This proposed Muslim 'Parliament,', its 
members democratically elected, is 
supposedly to be called together to debate 
Islamic law and its application. The words 
in bold are unstated and are my own, but I 
have no doubt whatever that they are 
implicit. 

The pronouncements already made by 
Saddiqi and his kind are an indication that 
the discussions of Islamic law within their 
own Parliament will inevitably involve 
matters of international politics. Muslim 
reaction at the height of the Rushdie affair 
caused enough problems in the country, 
heaven alone knew what might result 
from a united determined opposition to, 
say, future UN collective action against an 
Islamic state. 

As it is, no 'infidel' knows what goes on 
in the secret fastnesses of the ever- 
proliferating mosques, no one knows what 
the religious instructions may be in those 
madrassahs in which fledgling Muslims 
are indoctrinated. But it's fairly safe to 
hazard a few guesses. And only the feeble¬ 


minded will include in their guesswork 
instructions about the observation of 
British law or respect for British customs. 

Any political ostriches in this land who 
believe that, if they ignore them, Saddiqi 
and his totally unacceptable plottings will 
disappear are demented. They won't go 
away! 

The fundamental difference between 
Muslim and non-Muslim is not a matter of 
skin colour or ethnic background. It is, 
quite simply, a matter of basic philosophy. 
Ethical ruthlessness is rare amongst 
Christian.races; in the world of Islam it is 
the norm. 

Once the concept of a 'non-territorial' 
Islamic state is generally accepted by the 
Muslims themselves - which it will be, 
because their collective ego precludes 
any other decision - and supinely agreed 
by our gutless leaders, with the 
customary excuse that to disagree would 
create racial disharmony, the next step 
towards a truly territorial state is 
inevitable. 

Realisation will move from the realm 
of nightmare into the realm of reality. 
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ENGULFED? 


THE SITUATION in the Gulf crisis is fluid. At 
the time of writing open hostilities have yet to 
break out. If they do, and Britain is at war, and 
our servicemen fighting and dying, by the time 
this Vanguard appears, then as Kelvin 
Sanderson said in the NF Ex-Servicemen’s 
paper Eyes Front , we as patriots must stand by 
our armed forces once committed to conflict. 
Nevertheless, it will still be appropriate to ask 
whetner they should have been so committed in 
the first place. Or, if the current stalemate 
continues, whether they should be. 

There are three grounds alone which would 
seem to justify the use of British armed force. 

Firstly, to defend British people, as in Ulster 
and the Falklands. 

Secondly, to defend Britain’s allies, 
especially our ethnic kith and kin. 

And thirdly, to defend British national 
interests. National interests sufficiently vital 
to our country and her welfare that they are 
worth Britons dying for. How do these 
grounds apply in the Gulf? 

The first clearly does not. The only British 
people in the area, mostly expatriate workers 
and their families, are actually brought into 
danger primarily by our military involvement. 
At that, Saddam Hussein, to his credit, has 
behaved honourably and at the time of writing 
is letting all our women and children leave the 
area. His concern must naturally be primarily 
for his own people and if by keeping some 
British men in his country he hopes to avert an 
attack on them it is a course of action it is 
difficult unreservedly to condemn. If 
detaining a few well-paid expatriates would 
help preserve British people from enemy 
bombers, might we not consider doing the 
same? 

Our concern for the remaining Britons in 
the area must be tempered by the fact that no- 
one forced them to go and work in a 
notoriously unstable and dangerous part of the 
world, for which they are handsomely paid 
and upon which pay they often avoid being 
taxed. Not that such tax avoidance inhibits 
them from loudly demanding British 
diplomatic and military help now. If they 
dodged paying for it, should they have a right 
to claim it? 

Skilled British workers who deny their 
abilities to the nation to which they belong 
and which paid for their training and instead 
sell them to rich foreigners are not a class of 
people for whom this writer, at least, feels 
much sympathy. Their families are another 
matter, but they are being allowed home. 

Anyway, the Britons in Iraq are, as stated 
earlier, an argument against sending our 
forces to the region. Our Servicemen cannot 
hope to rescue them and by becoming 
embroiled in conflict actually put their lives 
more at risk. Such British involvement in war 
against Iraq also puts the lives of Britons 
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The Policy Department of the 
National Front examines British 
involvement in the Gulf crisis from a 
Nationalist standpoint. 

around the world, including here in Britain, at 
risk from retaliatory strikes by terrorists 
sympathetic to the Iraqi and Islamic cause. Of 
whom there are no few. 

The second consideration, aiding our allies, 
also does not apply here. Of course in the case 
of Kuwait and Saudi Arabia few would claim 
it did. They have never done anything for us, 
other than buy up mansions, stocks and 
shares, and racehorses here, attentions we 
could do well without. However in many Tory 
circles the talk is of standing by “our 
American ally’’. It is of course true that many 
ordinary Americans are our kith and kin and 
deserve our warmest regard. 

But their Government, which no more 
represents their interests than ours does those 
of the indigenous British people, is another 
matter. The US regime is not and never ever 
has been an ally or indeed anything but an 
enemy of Britain. For many years, its declared 
foreign policy aim was to destroy Britain as a 
world power. When we were embroiled in 
Middle Eastern conflict, at Suez in 1956, far 
from rushing to our aid the US Government 
quite openly and deliberately stabbed us in the 
back, twisting our arm through financial 
pressure until a weak British Government 
caved in, leaving our soldiers dead for nothing 
on the Egyptian sands. 

In terms of undermining us as a world 
power, then rotting our culture through the 
“Coca-Colonisation’’ of our TV and popular 
music, our “American ally’’ has over the years 
done us much more concrete harm than our 
late “Soviet enemy’*. 

It is also of dubious military use anyway. As 
ex-Serviceman Dennis Hill rightly observed, 
US troops are like a bunch of bananas - some 


green, some yellow, and some rotten. Their 
combat-worthiness via-a-vis our own may be 
judged from a comparison of their squalid 
failure in Vietnam compared to our victory in 
Malaya; their ignominious farcical hostage 
rescue failure in the Iranian desert ten years 
ago compared to our SAS storming the 
Iranian Embassy; or their laboured efforts in 
Grenada or Panama compared to our 
triumph in the Falklands. 

The servile poodle-like way in which our 
“Iron Lady’’ came running when the US 
President snapped his fingers, just as when his 
predecessor wanted to use their air bases 
garrisoning our soil to bomb Libya in 1986 is a 
cause for bitter shame to any true British 
patriot. It seems the White House has more 
say over sending British troops to their 
possible deaths in a foreign desert than our 
own parliament. Which was summoned as a 
belated token gesture long after our men had 
been sent. 

Worst of all, the White House itself dances 
to strings pulled by the all-powerful Zionist 
lobby, which of course has its own fish to fry 
in the Middle East. And if there is one thing 
worse than British soldiers dying in America’s 
wars it is British troops dying in Israel’s wars, 
while Israeli troops sit on their backsides and 
watch us doing their dirty work. 

NATIONAL INTERESTS 

The final reason we might send our troops is 
to defend our vital national interests. But 
what might they be in the Gulf? “Stopping an 
aggressor’’ and “defending the borders of 
Kuwait’’? Hardly! As the Rt. Hon. J. Enoch 
Powell rightly said on 11th August, we have 
no national interest in giving and have never 
given “an automatic commitment to defend 
by arms every frontier, every boundary, of 
every state in the world’’. 

In any case, as Mr. Powell equally 
appositely observed, the .natural tendency of 
other Arab states to band together to restrain 
an over-aggeressive one of their number might 
well restore the balance of power without 
outside intervention. If it is any of our 
business. 

In any case, if we are to rush to the brink of 
war over the violation of Middle Eastern 
borders and the occupation by one state there 
of the territory of its neighbours within hours 
when Iraq was the perpetrator, why have we 
done absolutely nothing in 23 years when 
Israel was? 

This may have something to do with the 
noticeable shortage of ethnic Iraqis in the US 
Congress and of “Conservative Friends of 
Iraq’’ in Downing Street! In fact, Iraq has a 
far better claim to Kuwait then Israel has to 
her imperial acquisitions. Kuwait is a recent 
and artificial entity (so is Iraq, for that 
matter), and Kuwaitis are ethnically and 
culturally indistinguishable from Iraqis. 

The Kuwaitis are no Palestinians. They live 
lives of pampered ease on unearned income. A 
recent (pre-invasion) study estimated the 
average Kuwaiti worked an exhausting fifteen 
minutes a day. On reaching adulthood, every 





Kuwaiti gets a little present of £125,000 from 
their equivalent of the Social Security, money 
squeezed out of what White men pay for oil 
the Kuwaitis did not make, do not extract, and 
could not use till we found it. All the work in 
Kuwait is done by the 80% of the population 
make up of Immigrants, mostly Pakistani but 
including the odd Briton. 

Under Saddam the Kuwaitis might actually 
have to do an honest day’s work for a change. 
No wonder they’re not very happy about it! 
Not that their opinions were hitherto heeded 
unduly by their despotic ruler, a reactionary 
feudal sheikh. The Emir even muzzled their 
feeble apology for an elected assembly, the 
powerless Majlis, because it kept asking 
embarrassing questions about the crass 
corruption of the Royal Family. 

Why should a single British soldier die to 
restore some fat Arab parasite to his corrupt 
throne? Or for Kuwait anyway? 

Perhaps through we should “stop the tyrant 
Hussein, the Butcher of Baghdad’’? If so, why 
don’t we pick a quarrel with the far bloodier 
despotisms there are in the world? Red China, 
say? Or Burma? Or North Korea? Or Albania? 
Saddam Hussein is far from the worst ruler in 
the world at the moment. Indeed, judged by 
standards other than those applied to 
incumbents of a trendy vicarage in 
Hampstead he is not particularly awful. 

Harsh and ruthless he may be. But he comes 
from a harsh and ruthless milieu. Iraq has no 
vestige of a democratic tradition, and precious 
little of one of “human rights’’. Judged by the 
standards of his own society, the only 
standards by which he may fairly be judged, 
Saddam is not an especially bad lot. I 
wouldn’t vote for him for our Prime 
Ministership. But then I wouldn’t back many 
of our politicians to last long in Iraqi politics. 

If Saddam was the only ruthless dictator on 
the face of the planet this crusade against him 
might be justified. Otherwise it is but 
hypocritical humbug. The argument that 
Saddam might be dangerous becuse he might 
get nuclear weapons - and if he does then just 
as with his present armoury it will be because 
our own greed-crazed Capitalists sold them, 
or their technology, to him - is more nonsense. 

If he gets The Bomb. And if he starts 
threatening us with it, and developing a 
technology capable of sending nuclear 
missiles from Iraq here would constitute such 
a threat, then a quick, surgical strike, possibly 
using tactical nuclear weapons, would soon 
dispose of that. Not the current mass troops 
deployment, which just gives him more of our 
people to kill. 

“NEW WORLD ORDER” 

“Defending the new world order’’ is an 
excellent reason not to get involved. Save 
perhaps on the other side. This “new world 
order’’, with the United Nations as planetary 
policeman, has been bubbling about in 
various highly-placed and influential minds 
for many years. The same minds that dreamed 
up internationalism and multi-racialism, 
among other delights. They are not minds 
overly concerned with the survival of races or 
even nations. And they are not minds whose 
purposes we should serve. 

Their “New World Order’’, if it could be 
brought to birth, would at best be a chaotic 


mess dominated by a UN General Assembly 
in thrall to block votes of primitive Third 
World banana republics many of whose 
despots make Saddam Hussein look like the 
Archbishop of Canterbury. 

At worst it would be a nightmarish global 
totalitarian tyranny. 1984 made real. If 
Saddam is against that, then good luck to him! 
But in fact .this “new world order’’ is more 
humbuggery, to veil basically American 
armed action. 

“Preventing the rise of an Islamic 
superpower” would by contrast be a good 
reason to fight. If Iraq were one in embryo. A 
few issues back Vanguard warned of this 
danger in the coming decades. But ironically, 
however much Saddam may play the religious 
card now to whip up the masses across the 
Arab world, at home his Ba’athist regime has 
always been notably secular. 

Indeed, Iraq is one of the least Islamic Arab 
states. The barbaric shariyah religious law is 
not imposed, women have their proper rights 
and are not forced to walk around in black 
bin-bags, nobody gets their hands or heads cut 
off in the High Street and mullahs are kept 
firmly in the mosque. Unlike our new “ally” 
Saudi Araba, a bloody medieval barbarian 
cesspit, if ever there was one. 

Saddam’s Ba’athism is based on the secular 
Arab nationalism of the Egyptian leader 
Gamal Abdel Nasser, whom we should 
probably not have fought at Suez in the first 
place. 



Saddam Hussein 


Ideologically, secular Arab nationalism is a 
worthy enough cause for the Arabs. It is 
infinitely better than the hysterically anti- 
White, crusading fundamentalist Islam, 
Europe’s ancient enemy, which is waiting in 
the wings for Saddam to fall. Which indeed 
Saddam rightly and commendably tried to 
destroy in its Iranian citadel for eight years. 
Toppling Saddam is more, not less, likely to 
create an Islamic fundamentalist superpower. 
And to give it a grudge - yet another one - 
against “the West”. 

Which leaves only the national interests of 


the other crusaders against Saddam:- America 
and, by proxy, Israel. The latter obviously 
feels its national survival threatened by 
Saddam and sees a chance to get its American 
satellite to pull its irons out of the fire without 
directly firing a shot. All quite legitimate for 
the Israelis but absolutely no concern of ours. 
The survival of Israel, whatever certain M.P.’s 
with, or in the case of Thatcher without, an 
ethnic interest therein may say, is not a British 
national interest worth fighting for. 

America itself has a legitimate national 
interest in protecting its supply of a vital raw 
material - oil. The US depends on Gulf, 
notably Saudi, oil, for its energy needs. And so 
can justify going to war to protect that crucial 
resource. Britain however is self-sufficient in 
oil and therefore has no national interest in 
who controls Gulf oil-wells we don’t need. A 
powerful demonstration that the global 
etonomic interdependence promoted by 
internationalists strews across the world the 
causes of wars, whilst national self-sufficienty 
as advocated by nationalists makes for world 
peace. 

If each nation is as far as possible self- 
sufficient in its basic needs it need not fight in 
faraway places to defend foreign sources 
thereof. Also, in an era of growing Third 
World population and consequent shortages 
of world resources it is selfish and exploitative 
to use up other peoples’ resources. 

Indeed, it can be argued that the Americans 
might be better off spending the $1 billion a 
month they are spending on their Gulf 
“Desert Shield”, let alone the vastly more they 
will have to spend on a war there, on 
developing alternative, ideally renewable, 
energy sources within their own borders. That 
way they would not need to go to war over 
deserts halfway across the world and no 
relatively small power thousands of miles 
away could threaten to cut off their economic 
jugular vein. At any rate, that is their problem, 
not ours. Why should we fight for America’s 
oil supply? 

From the viewpoint of British national 
interests, Saddam Hussein has so far done us 
no great harm and threatened us with little 
more. The Brazilians threatening our global 
environment by destroying their rainforests 
are more of a menace to British interests than 
the sundry Arabs squabbling over their bits of 
desert. 

There would be more justification for 
unleashing our forces against Rio than against 
Baghdad. And a lot more for unleashing them 
on an enemy which is a lot nearer home than 
the Gulf and has been killing Britons daily for 
twenty-odd years - the IRA in Ulster. The 
Government’s willingness to get stuck in to 
help a bunch of Arabs in Kuwait is in sharp 
contrast to its attitude to protecting a million 
Britons in Ulster. How many Kuwaitis died 
for Britain at the Somme, though? 

In conclusion, it is difficult to see why British 
Servicemen should be sent to die in the desert in 
defence of the dynastic interests of the A1 
Sabahs, the economic interests oi America or 
the military interests of Israel. Until and unless 
Saddam Hussein threatens Britain or British 
interests why should we fight him? Britons 
should fight for Britons only. To borrow an old 
American slogan, let’s keep our boys out of 
foreign wars . . . 
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UNIVERSITY 

CHALLENGE 


TOM ACTON examines the 
prospects for a National Front 
Students Association. 


AS experienced NF-Watchers will know articles with the slightly 
unimaginative title of 'University Challenge* appear in National Front 
publications every four or five years. 

This is a reflection of the party’s continuing attempts to organise 
on campus - attempts which have met with a mix of success and failure 
over the years. Central to the problems of forming an effective, 
campaigning NF students group is the simple fact that students don’t 
stay students for very long - three or four years in most cases. 

Inevitably there is a lack of 
continuity and stability within any 1 

students group, which makes it 
vulnerable to the occasional 
disruptions and down-turns which 
are an inherent part of the 
political process. Historically 
whenever the NF has caught a cold 
the NF Students Association has 
promptly died of pneumonia! 

The last attempt to form an NF 
students group took place around 
1984/85. It was initially 
satisfyingly successful, and 
indicated that the University 
campus might be a more fruitful 
recruiting ground than had 
previously been realised. From 
small beginnings membership more 
than tripled in the first year. The 
high point of its success came when 
one NF student stood in elections 
to a student body at Edinburgh 
University. 

Reds there confidently predicted 
his vote wouldn’t reach double 
figures - in fact he won over 100 
votes. Aware of the fact that for 
every student who voted NF there 
were probably several others who 
were sympathetic, but who thought 
their vote would be wasted, 

Edinburgh Reds were left facing the 
alarming possiblity that there were 
several hundred NF-sympathetic 
students at Edinburgh University. 


NF 


TIME TO RE-ESTABLISH 

The internal disruptions in the 
NF in 86/87 temporarily put paid to 
the Student Association. Now that 
the National Front has got itself 
back on its feet it is high time 
that the National Front Students 
Association was re-established on a 
long-term basis. 

Tbe political climate has 


changed substantially to our 
benefit over the last few years. 

The declining credibility of 
Marxism means that the National 
Front can deliver a straightforward 
message to British students: only 
Nationalism nowadays can offer a 
positive, viable alternative to the 
sterile, cosmopolitan greed .of 
Thatcherism and International 
Capitalism. 

It is intended to reform the 
Students Association during the 
academic year 1990/91. Initially 
therefor the first target of the 
NFSA is a simple one - to get in 
touch with as many students as 
possible who are members or 
supporters of the National Front. 

It will greatly help us get an 
accurate idea of our immediate 
organisational potential. To that 
end it would be appreciated if all 
students reading this article would 
complete and return the form below. 

Those registering will be kept 
informed about developements in the 
NFSA as they take place over the 
next few months. It would also be 
useful if those, not currently 
students, but who expect to be 
starting their studies next year 
got in touch. Likewise it would be 
appreciated if university and 
college staff were to contact the 
NFSA - your advice could be 
invaluable. 

What will the NFSA do? What will 
NF students be asked to do? It 
should be made clear at the outset 


that the first thing that is 
expected of *NF Students is that 
they study hard, pass their exams, 
and gain qualifications. This, 
above all else, is how student 
Nationalists can best serve their 
country and the Nationalist cause. 

If the Nationalist movement is 
to be seen as a serious, credible 
political force then it needs 
qualified doctors, lawyers, 
teachers, academics etc within its 
ranks. Its important that the NFSA 
doesn’t repeat the errors of the 
far left, and be saddled with an 
image of university drop-outs, and 
seventeenth- year perpetual 
sociology students. 

WIDE RANGE 

There is a wide range of practical 
activities Nationalist students 
can engage in that can help advance 
the Nationalist cause, and get 
Nationalist ideas debated on 
campus. Just exactly what 
activities each student gets up to 
depends entirely on the 
circumstances and initiative of 
that individual student. For 
example NF students might like to 
consider some of the following:- 

a) leaving 

leaflets/pamphlets/stickers etc 
produced by the NFSA in university 
libraries, refectories etc. 

b) trying to get university 
libraries to stock books on 
Nationalism, or which have a 
Nationalist perspective. 

c) utilising library and research 
facilities to provide information 
that can be of political value to 
the National Front: 

for example economics/social 
science students could do useful 
re-search on the extent to which 
'British’ industry is actually 
British owned. 

d) writing for Nationalist 
publications, especially where 
students are studying for a 
relevant degree; thus for example 
History students could pen the 
occasional article for the Heritage 
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feature in this magazine. 

e) getting actively involved in 
student politics, for example 
writing for student magazine’s, 
standing, for election to under¬ 
graduate bodies, etc, and being as 
open/discreet about your politics 
as seems sensible in the 
circumstances. 

f) giving anti-Nationalist and 
'anti-racist* lecturers/tutors etc 

a rough ride! Ask them to justify 
their opinions logically. Ask them 
for the facts to back up their 
opinions. 

Obviously the opponents of 
Nationalism are hardly likely to 
sit back and give the NFSA a free 
ride while it organises on the 
campus. Traditionally the twin 
strongholds of Marxism was amongst 
organised labour and students. Over 
the last two decades the power base 
of the extreme left within the 
Trades Unions has been seriously 
eroded; in consequence they are all 
the more desperate to hang onto 
their last bastions within the 
universities. At some universities, 
and more particularly at a number 
of polytechnics, the far left is 
still a foe to be reckoned with. 

There will naturally be concern 
felt by some students that as 
Nationalists in Polys or 
Universities where certain Red 
groups are particularly active they 
are like Daniel in the lion’s den. 

It must always be left to the 
initiative and judgement of the 
individual student the extent to 
which they declare their politics 
openly whilst they are 
undergraduates. 

In some instances where 
students are going on to aim for 
jobs within Establishment ranks - 
as journalists for example - it may 
well be better for them to keep 
their heads down anyway. 

By the end of this academic 
year it is planned to have a small 
team of student activists, 
supported for the sake of 
continuity and stability by a few 
graduates, running the NFSA and 
producing a steady stream of 
literature designed to be relevant 
to their fellow students. 

Additionaly it should be possible 
to build up a skeleton organisation 
of Nationalist students up and down 
the country. 

* If you’re elegible to join then 
please complete and return the form 
below. We will then keep you 
informed on developements in the 
National Front Students Association 
as they happen. All information 
given will be kept strictly 
confidential. 



THE following lines were written by a British soldier at Dunkirk, and given to his 
army nurse - he never came back. 


“How can one put it into words? It’s in the 
beech woods that rememble cathedrals, 
and the prim little pastures that are like 
freshly-laundered packet handkerchiefs. 

It’s the queer cobbled streets paved with 
the past; and the windswept heath; in the 
panelled walls that have sheltered royal 
and rebel alike; and in our “Sailors eyes”. 

It’s in the old villager with his tankard of beer 
and his glorious, stubborn disbelief in any¬ 
one but himself; in our ancestrql halls with 
their tradition of service and responsibility. 

It's in our homes, and hills, and hearts - 
it's something that’s mixed up with honour, 
and humour and history. It is indefinable - 
but it is a potent heritage. 

It means the happiness of families and the 
trust of friends. It means stout walls that will 
withstand the tempest and keep out 
the cold winds of chance. 

It means the peace of the valleys, the strength 
of the great trees, the passion of the seas. It 
means courage and toughness and tenderness 
and loyalty and laughter and love 
In fact - almost a religion - This England.” 


WE WILL REMEMBER THEM! 

REMEMBRANCE DAY 
^ PARADE 

“ SUNDAY, 11th NOVEMBER 

Assemble at 2.00pm in Bressenden Place, 
_ Near Victoria Station, Central London. 


To : NFSA, C/o PO Box 634, Hove, Sussex, BN3 5FZ. 

I would like to know more about the N. F. S. A. Please keep 
me informed of any developements. 

Name. 

Address (Please state if term-time or vacation only, or both) 


Postcode. 


Place of study.... 
Subjects studied 
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CHINESE WHISPERS 


JAMES 

HALL 


THE ALMOST spontaneous outbreak of 
nationalism and nascent democracy in Eastern 
Europe has found scant echo in China - much to 
the consternation of Western liberal political 
gurus. Since its suppression of the “democracy” 
movement last year, the Chinese government 
has carried out a programme of severe political 
containment. 

Aided by newsreel footage and press 
photographs anyone who played any kind of 
leading role in the strikes and demonstrations 
has been imprisoned with the more public 
ones being executed. Apart from using torture 
on these prisoners to implicate others it is 
widely believed that quite ordinary citizens 
have been ‘encouraged’ to betray relatives, 
friends and neighbours. 

However much attention has focussed on 
the events in Tiananmen Square it should be 
remembered that at one stage over a million 
workers marched through the streets of 
Peking alone to show their support of the 
students there. Similar demonstrations also 
took place in other parts of China, 300,000 
marchers took to the streets in the provicial 
capital of Xian, for instance. 

When the government used troops to clear 
Tiananmen Square on the 4th June last year, it 
declared at the same time that the 
autonomous Workers’ Union along with the 
autonomous Student Union were illegal, 
subversive, organisations. This response is 
indicative of the fact that the government 
believed themselves to be dealing with a 
temporarily-united working population 
rather than just a few thousand cattle-like 
students heavily into cultural decadence and 
Western political slogans. 

ARMY’S ACTIONS 

Moreover the army’s actions in quelling the 
disturbance were not just aimed at showing 
the workers what to expect, they were also 
directed at ‘liberals’ in the Communist Party 
who felt some sympathy with the protesters.lt 
has been suggested that the first use of 
firepower, before Tiananmen Square was 
cleared by the same method, was against the 
workers and their barricades in the Muxidi 
area of west Peking precisely because it was 
overlooked by the flats occupied by many 
middle-ranking party officials. They, too, 
were being shown that no concessions to 
‘popular demands’ would be countenanced. 

As a follow up to this many Party members 
known, or suspected, to be sympathetic to 
Zhao Ziyang, the disgraced party Secretary, 
have since been replaced by those loyal to the 
hardline leadership. In November the new CP 
Secretary, Jiang Zemin brought in to oversee 
the return to ‘normality’, took over the post of 
chairman of the Central Military Commission 

Apart from thus securing the highest levels 
of command reports also indicate that around 
1500 soldiers and officers now face court 
martial (and the death sentence if found 


guilty) for refusing to obey orders to shoot 
during the Tiananmen Square operation and 
the subsequent inter-military confrontation. 
Many other officers are also having their 
conduct and loyalty investigated, whilst the 
ordinary foot-soldier is having the importance 
of unquestioning obedience drummed into 
him. 

TOE THE LINE 

Students, workers, party officials, the 
public and military have all been made to toe 
the line and see that the penalties for 
disobedience can be severe indeed. The 
measures have worked because at the 
beginning of this year the government felt 
confident enough to lift martial law in Peking 
and remove the troops from the streets. 

Economically too, a hard-line is once again 
the order of the day. The reforms of Deng and 
Zhao (decentralisation, promotion of private 
enterprise, special zones with privileges for 
overseas companies) are being partially 
withdrawn as the government reassumes 
economic authority. Wealthy private 
capitalists are attacked in the media and 
subjected to ever-higher taxes as the tentative 
steps towards private capitalism are put into 
sharp reverse. 

Tourism and foreign investment have 
suffered massive setbacks and the potential 
for export markets have shrunk as third world 
countries pull back from committing 
themselves to the regime and risk upsetting 
generous Western liberals. Western interest in 
Chinese goods also disappeared as the bullets 
started to fly. 

All this is very interesting for two reasons. 

Firstly, it shows that the Marxist 
interpretation of the relationship between the 
governing element and its economic interests 
to be wrong, or at least so simplistic as to be 
fatally flawed. The elite of this social system 
defended itself against internal dissent even 
when it was against its own economic interests 
to do so. According to Marx, however, the 
elite only exist in order to benefit 
tnemselves economically. 

Secondly it shows up the Marxist idea of the 
working class being a single global population 
of workers independent of their race, culture 
and history as just so much rubbish. 


The fact is that the Chinese rulers were 
behaving much as Chinese rulers always have, 
the Chinese working poulation (be they 
farmers or factory workers) behaving very 
much as they always have and Chinese history 
simply rolling along in the same way it always 
has. 

The Chinese have always considered a strict 
social hierarchy necessary for social well 
being. This elite is not necessarily hereditary 
(as is customary in the West) but is one based 
on personal merit. Basically you are a peasant 
because that is all you are fit to be, if someone 
else is better suited to being your tax collector 
then that is what he ought to be - never mind 
what his father was or his brother is. This is 
what Confucianism is all about, in fact. 

The Chinese population has occasionally 
rebelled from time to time and many liberal 
historians considered (with some justification, 
perhaps) that the Communist victory in 1949 
was the latest and, to date, only successful 
peasant revolution in China’s history and that 
from then on she was going to follow the same 
path as the West. 

In so doing they totally under-estimated the 
Chinese national character - for Mao Tse 
Tung’s installation as Premier promptly 
heralded the re-establishment of the old social 
system. Overall Maoism was never so much 
communism as Chinese-ism. 

By the same token, getting back to Europe, 
it was only to be expected that our Eastern 
half would not merely throw off the state- 
capitalist yoke of Marxist Leninist dogma 
sooner or later but also revert to our intrinsic 
(almost genetic, one might say) beliefs and 
institutions. 

It is a salient point that although the left 
wing and sundry liberals have been yapping, 
ad nauseam, about how wonderful the 
overthrow of nasty dictatorial regimes 
Eastern Europe was they have bet 
remarkably silent about the two socia: 
structures that instantly filled the vacuum - 
nationalism and Christianity. 

It remains to be seen how long Europe’s 
Western half can go before it too has a revolution 
and overthrows the yoke of multi-cultural 
liberal domination. But make no mistake, 
overthrow it she will and resume the historical 
destiny she cannot but help. 


Stalin and 
Lenin - 
still 

casting their 
baleful 
glance over 
the people 
of Peking. 
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BRAZIL IS generally quoted as the one 
unarguable example of a multi-racial society 
that works. A country where Black and Brown 
and Yellow and White rub shoulders in equality 
and fellowship and “racism” is unknown. What 
multi-racialists hope our country will become. 
But in fact Brazil is a good example of the fact 
that multi-racialism doesn't work. 

The country certainly is multi-racial, and 
has been for hundreds of years. To the native 
American Indians were added Portuguese 
conquerors in the 16th Century and vast 
numbers of West African Blacks shipped in as 
slaves in the 200 years after that. Further 
immigration this century has seen the 
Brazilian city of Sao Paulo end up with the 
world’s biggest population outside Japan and 
German become the first language of tracts of 
the temperate south of the country. Race 
mixing has always been rife: it was said that in 
North America the Whites shot the Indians 
whilst in South America they slept with them. 
The proportion of full-blooded Negroes has 
dropped from 14.6% in 1940 to 5.9% in 1980 
almost entirely as a result of race-mixing with 
Whites and especially with the large half- 
breed multto popultion. The races today seem 
to mix freely. 

But in fact the “multi-racial bliss” is a 
sham. The Whites, their numbers boosted by 
immigration this century to 55% of Brazils 
144 million people, the first time they have 
been a majority in Brazilian history, fear being 
swamped again by fast-breeding Blacks and 
browns. According to the most recent survey 
by the Brazilian Institute of Geography and 
Statistics Whites will be in a minority again 
within ten years. Indeed, but for continuing 
White immigration there would long ago have 
been no pure Whites left in Brazil. They would 
all have become mulattoes. 

Whites hold all the top jobs. There are no 
Black ministers in the Brazilian government, 
and very few non-Whites in the top echelon of 
the country’s businessmen. The lower average 
IQ of Negroes yet again was demonstrated in a 
1983 survey, which found that whilst 15.5% of 
Brazilian Whites were illiterate, 31.5% of 
mulattoes and 42.4% of Blacks could neither 
read nor write. 

Carlos Hasenbalg, head of the Centre for 
Afro-Asian Studies in Rio de Janeiro, 
complained in August that “Consciously, 
people think there is no prejudice. But 
unconsciously, people have a hierarchy of 
colours which coincide with their hierarchy of 
values”. Job advertisements ask for 
applicants of “good appearance” which in 
practice means White. Or at least Whiter: 
when two mulattoes go for a job, other things 
being reasonably equal the lighter-skinned, 
more White-looking one will get it. 

Hasenbalg has recently conducted a study 
of the Brazilian media which revealed that 
Brazil was depicted overwhelmingly as a 
much Whiter society than it actually is. 
Magazines and TV soap operas, for example, 


usually have White heroes, with Blacks rarely 
portrayed except in menial underdog roles. 
“We are projecting the image of Brazil as a 
White society,” complained the Afro-Asian 
Centre’s director. “Non-White children 
cannot recognise themselves in schoolbooks 
or on television”. 

The popularity of Brazil’s White image 
among its people has recently been 
demonstrated by the stunning success of 
Xuxa, the country’s runaway Number One 
pop star. She has sold 12 million records, and 
her name is eagerly sought to endorse 
Brazilian products from yoghurt to bicycles. 
She also hosts the country’s most popular 
children’s TV show. To many Brazilian 
Blacks’ disgust, Xuxa, probably at the 
moment the most popular person in Brazil, is 
a stunningly Nordic blue-eyed blonde, who 
sings flanked by a backing chorus of even 


more stunning blonde girls. This in a country 
where such fairness is rare even among the, 
predominantly Mediterranean, Whites. Afro- 
Asian director Hasenbalg has said that Xuxa’s 
popularity proves that Brazil is basically a 
fundamentally racist society. 

So after four hundred years of race-mixing 
the Whites have all the top jobs, and the public 
thinks that beauty is epitomised by Nordic 
blondeness, while the Blacks are at the bottom 
of the social heap, are nearly three times more 
likely to be illiterate than Whites, and blame 
their failures on “racist society”. 

Looks like multi-racialism still isn’t working. 
And if it hadn’t been for a constant inflow of 
Whites to keep it running as the existing Whites 
race-mixed themselves into the mulatto mass 
nor would Brazilian society be. The moral is 
clear. Multi-racialism doesn’t work, anywhere. 
It never has. And it never will. 


BRAZILS BLONDE 


BOMBSHELL! 
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APARTHEID = Bad for Business 

STEVE BRADY examines how Capitalism undermined White South Africa. 


TODAY White South Africa seems to be 
approaching the end of the road. The 
State President, F.W. de Klerk, has 
thrown open his National Party to 
Blacks, alter freeing Black Communist 
terrorist Nelson Mandela and 
unba nnin g the terrorist ANC. Dr 
Klerk’s National Party now differs 
from Mandela’s ANC only on the 
details of how apartheid is to be 
abolished and civilized White rule in 
the country brought to a close. Barring 
some heroic act of last-ditch White 
resistance, the last lights seem set 
soon to go out in what is again the Dark 
Continent. 

What went wrong? Was White rule 
overthrown by Communism, the enemy 
against which Pretoria mounted unrelenting 
guard for over forty years? Or the ANC? Or 
even treason within the White camp, 
liberals, “Progressives” and all the like? 
The answer is, quite clearly, no. 

Communism today stands in worse 
disarray, collapse and weakness around the 
world than at any time since 1917. The ANC 
was never a serious threat to White South 
Africa. Riddled with infiltrators, confronted 
by a resolute and determined security force 
response the like of which Britain so 
desperately needs in Ulster, the ANC could 
manage, in thirty years of “armed struggle” 
only a few feeble minor bomb attacks and 
the odd riot. And White - mainly Jewish - 
liberalism never amounted to much outside 
the comfortable drawing rooms of Cape 
Town’s suburbs. 

The real enemy was the system Pretoria 
placed in the centre of her defensive laager. 
Capitalism. The “West”, in whose defence 
South Africa fought the Cold War loyally for 
forty years, destroyed her. Not out of spite. 
Nor out of liberal conviction. But out of the 
inherent multi-racialist, internationalist 
dynamics of Capitalism iself. 

For Capitalism, contrary to Marxist 
dogma, did not support apartheid. As Merle 
Lipton pointed out in her 1985 analysis 
Capitalism and Apartheid (Gower, Temple 
Smith, London) 1985), the policies of the 
early National Party governments which 
introduced apartheid were clearly contrary 
to the interests of Capitalists, and indeed the 
Nats attainment of power in 1948 brought 
about a flight of capital out of the country. 

The Nationalists wanted the races to be 
separate, with the Blacks living as they had 
always done in peace and dignity on their 
own tribal homelands whilst the Whites ran 
their civilization in their part of the country. 
The man who did more than anyone to try to 
make this vision reality, third Nat Prime 
Minister Dr. Henrik Verwoerd, rightly saw 
that true apartheid must mean an end to the 
exploitation of Blacks even as domestic 
servants: so he set a public example by 


refusing to fill his home with the usual South 
African Negro “houseboys” and “nannies” 
and would employ only servants of his own 
race. 

True apartheid was thus intended to 
mean racial separation, not racial 
exploitation. Exploitation which 
apartheid’s designers saw would prove as 
bad for the exploiters as for the exploited. 

There is a world of difference 
between their grand apartheid and its 
noble vision of a South Africa made up 
of separate races and nations, each 
running their own affairs in their own 
land and petty apartheid and its sordid 
reality of 1 ’Whites Only” loos and 
“Non-European” park benches, whilst 
the Whites degenerated in many areas 
into idle parasites living off an 
increasingly embittered, decultural- 
ised and brutalised Black helotry. As 
we shall see, the corruption by 
Capitalism of apartheid from the 
former to the latter is the root of the 
tragedy of modern South Africa. 

EXPLOITS EVERYONE 

Capitalism, on the other hand, needed to 
exploit Blacks - as, indeed, it exploits 
everyone. First as cheap labour in the gold 
and diamond mines. White resistance to 
this was brutally put down in the 1899-1902 
Boer War and the 1922 Rand White 
Workers’ Revolt. Then as cheap labour in 
the factories of South Africa’s cities. 
Factories which grew in importance as 
Capitalism sank its suckers deep into this 
new host country. 

By 1951, manufacturing accounted for 
22% of South Africa’s national income, 
compared to 11% for gold-mining. With the 
growth of the factories came the growth of 
the Black cheap labour in them. In the ten 
years to 1947-48, for example, the number 
of Blacks employed in the SA private 
manufacturing sector doubled to over 
300,000, far greater than the rise in the 
White workforce in that sector over that 
period. 

These Blacks, to be efficient units, 
needed to be broken away from their 
traditional way of life and turned into 
trained cogs in the industrial machine. In the 
process making them ever less suited to a 
return to the pastoral life of the tribal 
homeland which apartheid saw as their 
future. Moreover, Capitalism was sucking 
Blacks by the million into cheap labour 
camps, the notorious townships, such as 
Soweto, at the same time as the Nationalists 
were trying to get them to go the oppostite 
way, back to the homelands. 

Thus Capitalism’s dynamics worked in 
the opposite direction to apartheid, making 
Blacks ever more integrated into the South 


African economy. Between 1965 and 1980 
the percentage of South Africa’s Gross 
National Product dependent on Blacks 
doubled to nearly a third. Blacks became 
increasingly important as consumers as 
well as producers, until today even patriotic 
White shopkeepers fear to enforce the laws 
of racial survival lest they be boycotted and 
thus bankrupted by the Blacks upon whom 
they have become dependent. 



By June 1986 Zulu Chief Mongosuthu 
Buthelezi could rightfully boast to a Soweto 
mob: “No factory or mine can work without 
us. No city can function without us. Nothing 
in this country can work without Blacks.” 

This opposition of interests between 
Capitalists out to make money, and needing 
to import and exploit Blacks to do it, and 
Nationalists out to preserve the White Race 
in South Africa, and realising that the Blacks 
must be free to live in their own way on their 
own land, at first implicit, soon became 
explicit. 

Many top Capitalists openly opposed 
apartheid. The most notorious being Harry 
Oppenheimer, boss of the giant Anglo- 
American conglomerate, which owns all of 
the country’s diamond mines, five-sixths of 
its gold mines (the other sixth being owned 
by a consortium of two cosmoplitan clans, 
the Menells and the Hersovs), and about 
three-quarters of all South African 
companies quoted on the Johannesburg 
stock exchange. 

Oppenheimer used his ownership of 
seventeen of the country’s twenty English- 
language newspapers, notably the Rand 
Daily Mail , to push anti-apartheid liberal 
opinions. He funded Helen Suzman, the 
notorious cosmopolitan mouthpiece of the 
pro-racemixing Progressive Federal party, 
as well as the Zulu tribal group Inkatha, in 
the days when it was a front for the terrorist 
African National Congress. When the arch¬ 
liberal Frederik van Zyl Slabbert, leader of 
the Progressive Federal Party, retired from 
Parliament in February 1986, Harry 
Oppenheimer called him “an admired and 
trusted political leader”. 

Nor was Oppenheimer his only backer. 
As influential columnist Ken Owen put it in 
the Johannesburg Business Day , the “Prog” 
leader was “above all the political creature 
of Big Business. He was helped into politics 







* The former Johannesburg head offices of multi-national 
conglomerate ICL. The 'dis-investment’ by multi-nationals 
such as ICL is one of best things to have happened to South 
Africa in recent years. 


by Big Business, sustained in it, supported 
and sponsored by Big Business”. A far cry 
from the Marxist delusion that it is apartheid 
that Big Business “sustained, supported and 
sponsored”. 

All the time the first three Nationalist 
Prime Ministers, Malam, Strydom and 
Verwoerd, were trying to separate the 
races, Capitalism was acting to bring them 
together. Eager as they were to ship Blacks 
into the townships to work in their factories 
in Johannesburg, East London and the Rand, 
the Capitalists dragged their feet on plans 
by the Government to set up industry in the 
Black homelands, to bring prosperity to the 
Blacks in their own areas and end the lure of 
money which drew them to the White cities. 

Such plans were “uneconomic”, they 
complained. Or at least "needed further 
study before implementation”. Some were 
more outspoken. In his The Anatomy of 
South African Misery (Oxford University 
Press, 1956, p.37) C.W. de Kiewiet moaned 
that “the perverse economics of apartheid 
sees alien invaders instead of needed 
immigrants, and over-population instead of 
under-population”. Economics “perverse”, 
presumably, because based on a higher 
end than the maximisation of short-term 
profit. “Apartheid”, the Capitalists 
grumbled, “is bad for business”. 

Then, in 1966, the business climate 
improved radically. The pressures were 
lifted. Verwoerd, the man of principle and 
vision, was conveniently assassinated in 
the South African Parliament by a 
mysterious “lone lunatic”. His replacement, 
Balthazar Johannes Vorster, was a cynical 
pragmatist who did not let the principles of 
his Party and the long-term interests of his 
Volk get in the way of economic growth or 
deter foreign investment. He was to be the 
model for his successors, P.W. Botha and 
the contemptible F.W. de Klerk. 

Under Vorster, the SA economy boomed, 
growing at 6% a year, far outstripping most 
Capitalist economies. Lured by returns on 
investment running at 15% per annum in 
1967, the multi-nationals began moving in 
to the South African economy. 

GREEDIEST 

To the inherent anti-apartheid dynamics 
implicit in South Africa’s indigenous brand 
of Capitalism - described by SA Permanent 
Building Society Chief Executive Bob 
Tucker thus: “South African Capitalism is 
the greediest, the most acquisitive, the most 
short-term in the World’ - were added two 
additional threats from multi-nationals. 

The first is that those who control them do 
not have to live in the consequences of their 
actions. South African Capitalists might be 
restrained, a little, by an aversion to actually 
handing the country in which they live over 
to the tender mercies of “Black majority 
rule” as manifested so corruptly and 
bloodily north of the Limpopo. A multi¬ 
national executive in New York would know 
no such scruple, provided the “bottom line” 
looked good - a profit could, after all, be 
turned selling cooking pots to the 
cannibalsl 

The second additional threat posed by 


multi-nationals lies in the fact that whereas 
national Capitalists are answerable in the 
final analysis to the people of the nation and 
their government, multi-national ones are 
not. They can be pressured by interests, 
pressure groups and regimes, hostile to any 
of the lands in which they operate. At best, 
this leads to them pulling out again from one 
“market” at the behest of others - 
“disinvestment” as it is called in South 
Africa. 

This causes disruption and unemployment, 
but is a blessing in disguise. Worse, they 
may justify their presence in a country to 
that country’s critics by using their wealth 
and concomitant power, combined with the 
reluctance of a government that asked them 
in to see them pull out, to actively subvert 
and undermine the host country’s 
institutions and society. 

As professor Nic Wiehahn’s Commission 
on Industrial Relations, set up by the Vorster 
Government, put it in 1979 “The presence 
of subsidiaries of multi-national enterprises 
within a country’s borders creates a conduit 
through which strong influences and 
pressure can be exerted on that country’s 
policies and practices”. In other words, 
multi-nationals threaten the sovereignty of 
the nations within which they operate. 

As they were to do in South Africa. As far 
back as the mid-1960’s Unilever’s official 
history of itself (David Fieldhouse, Unilever 
Overseas: the Story of a Multi-national, 
1895-1961 , published by Unilever) 
revealed both where and why this multi¬ 
national’s interests law: “Unilever’s 
commercial interests put it in the anti¬ 
apartheid camp in South Africa, as surely as 
his desire to sell more soap to the English 
working class had buttressed William 
Lever’s enthusiasm for social reform in 
Britain half a century earlier.” 

But, explained Unilever Chairman Lord 
Cole “in principle there is no objection to 
risking more money in South Africa 
provided this is not done in such a way as to 
provoke repercussions in other African 
states and that any new projects were 


sufficiently remunerative short term for us 
to see the possibility of getting our money 
back in five io six years.” i.e On the other 
hand it’s all right so long as we make lots of 
money quickly and don’t get caught! Multi¬ 
national morality in action! 

Other multinationals were more subtle 
but equally hostile to White survival In 
1971, Polaroid, proclaiming that “South 
Africa articulates a policy contrary to 
everything we stand for” donated a third of 
its South African profits to “Black 
education” and raised Black pay by 22%, 
ensuring this was well publicised in papers 
read by Blacks in the US, to whom it sold 
more cameras than it did in South Africa. 

In September 1976, General Motors’ 
Overseas Operations Manager, Alex 
Cunningham, boasted to the US Senate Sub¬ 
committee on African Affairs that GM in 
South Africa was busily subverting White 
civilised government: “We feel we can 
influence change from within by 
progressive policies”. Whilst IBM Vice- 
Chairman Gilbert Jones told the senators 
that the giant multi-national opposed 
apartheid as “a concept completely 
incompatible with the most fundamental 
principle of IBM”, which, apparently, is not 
making lots and lots of money but “respect 
for the individual”. 

In 1977, Leon Sullivan, a Black Power 
activist placed on their Board by General 
Motors to raise market penetration in the US 
Black car-buyer sector ( ie. to sell more 
flashy pimpmobiles in US ghettoes) got a 
number, eventually most, US multi¬ 
nationals active in South Africa to agree to 
the “Sullivan Principles”, by which they 
agreed not to allow racial separation in the 
South African subsidiaries regardless of the 
law of that land. 

However far more influential in 
undermining an that Verwoerd had 
worked for were t|ie international 
banks. How this was to be so we shall 
see in the final part of this article, in 
the next issue of Vanguard, 
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IN LATE May the BBC dedicated itself 
to having a One World Week the 
centrepiece of which was a specially 
made TV film called The March, which 
went out at peak viewing time on 
Sunday 20th May and which was 
followed later that evening by an 
Everyman special narrated by 
Michael Buerk, a man whose ethno- 
masochistic credentials are second to 
none. 

The March as it turned out was one long 
exercise in White middle class guilt. In this 
fictional ‘epic’, starving Africans rose up to 
march on Europe. 

Led by a black messiah they massed 
behind the cunning slogan: Watch Us Die. 
The film’s often repeated message was 
“We’re poor because you are rich”-the 
conclusion being that the White European 
nations should allow them in and give them 
all we have. 

It was like watching all the liberal guilt so 
cleverly worked out by Jean Raspail in his 
novel the Camp of the Saints , come to life, 
but was none the less interesting for 
exposing how far along the road to self- 
destruction the liberals are prepared to go 
and raises important issues that must as 
soon as possible be confronted. 

Time is running out for the White World. 
By the turn of the century Raspail reminds us 
in his introduction to the Camp of the Saints 
there will be seven billion people in the 
world of whom only 900 million will be 
White. Raspail prefaces his book with a 
statement made by the late President 
Boumediene of Algeria:- 

together we may be able to seek a new 



3rd World Hunger - 


style of life which will make it possible to 
feed the over seven billion people who will 
be living on the earth in the year 2,000. If not 
no quantity of atomic bombs will be able to 
stem the human tidal wave which will 
depart from the poorer quarters of the earth 
and break into the relatively open spaces of 
the rich temperate zone in search of 
survival”. 

If anything the situation with regard to 
World overpopulation is set to get worse. In 
1984 experts predicted that the world’s 
population would stabilise at 11 billion. 
Experts now predict that there is no 
stabilisation and the population is heading 
for 14 billion. 

The White population will rise by only 
10% but the Black, Asian and Chinese 
populations will rise by 90% reports the 
United Nations Population Fund. 

Hand in hand with the Third World, 
population explosion has gone a dangerous 
myth - Anyone who has lived in the poorer 
areas of the world even for a short space of 
time knows that the natives there do indeed 
conceive of the West as a thinly populated 
land of milk and honey. Missionaries, 
colonial administrators and now business 
enterprises have all played their part in 
fostering this dangerous misconception. 

Now with the rise of One World 
egalitarianism, we in the White World are 
being increasingly called upon to fit actions 
to our words. How long will it be before the 
Third World demands rather than asks to be 
taken into the land of milk and honey about 
which the White man has told the natives so 
many good things? According to Raspail 
that time is closer than we think. 

The signs are that Western governments 
would not try to resist a coloured invasion of 
Europe, indeed how can establishment 
politicians continue to preach universal 
equality and at the same time operate 
immigration controls? 

In the case of the Vietnamese boat people 
the whole of Western Europe revelled in an 
orgy of guilt and self reproach “Share 
everything we have” went the cry, “we are 
all equal now!” 

More recently in the debate as to how 
many Hong Kong immigrants should be 
allowed to settle in Britain many of Paddy 
Ashdown’s Liberal Democrats and the Bow 
Group of Tory MP’s were demanding that 
all 3.3 million be given passports to come 
here and that other Common Market 
countries take their share. 

In the Camp of the Saints , a million 
refugees from famine on the Indian sub¬ 
continent have seized a fleet of boats and 
set sail for Europe, very similar to the plot of 
The March , but seen from an entirely 
different perspective. Their’s is seen as a 
test case by the rest of the Third World. 
What will Europe do? 

This novel is more than a prophecy 


of the end of the White World: it is a 
merciless expose of the contradictions 
of the liberal way of life. Living in 
luxury by world standards, the 
Western liberal is simultaneously 
campaigning for an end to the 
exploitation that makes his lifestyle 
possible. A lover of culture and the fine 
arts, he is nonetheless working for an 
egalitarian order that by its very 
nature is denying the worth of culture. 

We talk of equality in the White World 
and indeed have invented a whole range of 
catchphrases to promote it. “Universal 
justice”, “Third World Poverty”, “The 
Rights of Man”, “The Human Family”, “One 
Race - the Human Race”. 

We claim to be concerned with an 
equitable world economic system to 
replace the “poverty gap” between 
ourselves and the Third World and yet we 
seem to assume that we can have our cake 
and give it away at the same time. What a 
sham it all is! 

In the Camp of the Saints Europe 
surrenders to the ‘inevitable’. We are being 
psychologically prepared for the 
‘inevitable’ all the time, which was no doubt 
the intention behind the BBC’s The March, 
Will the March go on? and the rest of their 
‘One World’ programmes. 

However, these programmes may 
have in fact backfired if a few of the 
audience started to think about the 
potential Third World threat waiting 
on our doorstep and decided to combat 
it by joining the National Front! Who 
knows the ethno-masochists at the 
BBC may have done us a favour! 
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HILLAIRE 
BELLOC 
A.N. Wilson 
£7.00 

Wilson's profound sympathetic 
study of one of Britain's most 
original thinkers, who greatly 
influences modern Nationalist 
thought, will make this a must for 
many Nationalists. 


THE VANGUARD 

SHOPPING CENTRE 

All items listed on the centre four pages are 
available from Vanguard Publications, 
P.O.Box 634, Hove, East Sussex BN3 5FZ. 
An order form is on page 18. 


THE 

CAMP 

OF THE 
SAINTS 


CAMP 
OF 
THE 

SAINTS 
Jean Raspail 
Pb 311 pp. 

£4.75. 

A sensation throughout Europe - 
an amazing novel by one of 
France's top writers. What 
happens to the White World when 
hundred of thousands of Third 
World' refugees arrive. A stunning 
novel highly recommended. 



NATIONAL 

MUSIC 

Ralph 

Vaughan 

Williams 

Pb, 312pp 

£6.50. 

Possibly one of the best ever 
defences of the ideals of artistic 
Nationalism by one of England's 
greatest 20th century composers. 

Topics covered 
include, Should music be 
national?, The Evolution of the Folk 
Song, The History of Nationalism 
in Music and the Social 
Foundation of Music. 


WHY 

CIVILISATIONS 

SELF 

DESTRUCT 
Elmer 
Pendell 
Pb, 196pp 
£3.50 

Dr. Pendell argues that 
civilisations decline because they 
provide an environment which 
favours the least able and talented. 
A thought provoking book. 


1 What do Fascists read 
on holiday? The 
catalogue of the 
National Front’s book 
club provides some 
unsettling clues. 
Among the more 
predictable tracts 
(there are a few 
surprises. AN Wilson’s 
biography of Hilaire 
Belloc is “a must for 
) many Nationalists”. 
News From Nowhere , 
William Morris’s early 
I socialist Utopia novel, 
has “more in common 
, with modern 
nationalists than with 
today’s Marxist 
degenerates”; lord of 
the Rings ls “a work to 
delight and fascinate 
everyone” (but 
i especially Fascists) 
and Rural Hides, by 
k that uncompromising 
[radical William 
' Cohbett, is “essential 
social history for the 
committed 
Nationalist”. Whoever 
► next? Tom Paine? 


(REVIEWERS ARE RAVING 
fABOUT OUR BOOKLIST ! 

'The 'New Statesman, 
jthat flaccid organ of 
'the Reactionary left 
♦ got itself all worked 
jup recently over the 
['Vanguard’ booklist. 

It seems that we 
l don’t conform to their 
►silly stereotype of 
*what Nationalists 
Ishould be like, and the 
>sort of books we might 
like to read. 

Cobbett, Morris, 
Tolkein, Wilson etc are 
still in stock - and we 
may start selling Tom 
Paine since, since 'NS’ 
has so kindly 
recommended him... 


RACE and 
REASON 

A YANKEE VIEW 


lj brletM Pitiia 


RACE 

AND 

REASON 

Carleton 

Putnam ~ ---^ 

Pb, 126pp 
£7.40 

The social implications of racial 
differences are examined by an 
American expert. Highly 
influential in America. 


THE RISING 

TIDE OF 

COLOUR 

Lothrop 

Stoddard 

Pb, 320pp 

£3.75 

Harvard graduate Stoddard 
examines the growing threat to 
White survival. The passage of 
time increases the relevance of 
this book. 


NATIONALIST 
DOCTRINE 
Joe Pearce 
Pb, 25pp 

£1.50 _ 

Currently the best-selling book on 
our list. Nationalist Doctrine is an 
excellent introduction to the 
fundamental aspects of National¬ 
ism. The author is one of the 
leading writers on the contempor 
ary British Nationalist scene, and 
one of the most dedicated: this 
book was written while Joe was 
serving a year's prison sentence 
under Britain's notorious Race 
Laws. 


WHICH 

WAY 

WESTERN 
MAN 
William 
Gayley 
Simpson 
Pb, 758pp 
£ 12.00 

"It is the responsibility of the 
present generation to bring to the 
fore the single, undying purpose of 
human activity: the ennobling of 
man.'' A deep analysis of the vital 
issues facing White society today. 


CAKLfcTOX PUTNAM 


RACE 

AND 

REALITY 

Carleton 

Putnam 

Pb. 192 pp 

£7.40 


A Search fyr Solulitma 

Btf the Author of 
‘Race anti Reason * 


The sequel to Race and Reason. 
Putnam examines the way in 
which the truth about racial 
matters is ignored and suppressed 
by the Western Establishment. 


RACIAL 

REALITIES 

IN 

EUROPE 

Lothrop 

Stoddard 



Racial 
. Realities 
in Europe 


Pb. 252pp 
£3.75 

A classic analysis of the racial 
make-up of the European people. 
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WAR IS A 
RACKET 


CHURCHILL'S 
WAR 
David 
Irving 
Hb 666pp. 

£20.00 

At last it's out. The history book 
that the establishment publishers 
found too hot to handle. The inside 
story of Churchill, and his conduct 
during WWII. Despite the price the 
book is already becoming a best 
seller. 


Smedley D 
Butler 
Pb, 62pp 
£4.40 

Major General Smedley D Butler, 
of the US Marines, believed that 
wars largely came about because 
of the scheming of the arms 
manufacturers, the international 
bankers, and others who stand to 
profit financially from conflict. 
Smedley comes out with some 
frank solutions to the problem. 


THE 

MAN 

WHO 

WAS 

THURSDAY 
G.K. Chesterton 
Pb 186pp 
£4.20 

One of Chesterton's masterpeices 
- subtitled ' A nightmare is an 
amusing analysis of the effects of 
paranoid suspicions of subversive 
conspiracies'. 


|Q And Racial 


THE 

NAPOLEON 

OF 

NOTTING 

HILL 

G.K. Chesterton 
Pb 186pp 
£4.20 

A novel defending the rightsof free 
nations to fight for their freedom 
from the dead hand of 
cosmopolitan conformity. Written 
in Chesterton's most idiosyncrat- 
ically amusing style. 


IQ AND 
RACIAL 
DIFFERENCES 
Dr. Henry 
E Garrett 
Pb, 57pp 



£1.30 

An excellent introduction to the 
scientific analysis of racial 
differences. 


THE 

BIOLOGY 
l OF THE 
[RACE 
PROBLEM 
Prof W C 
George 
Pb, 72pp 
£1.50 

An excellent introduction to the 
scientific basis for racialism. 



£3.50 

One of the best short introductions 
to Nietzche, the philosopher/- 
poet who was one of the main 
influences on twentieth century 
thought. 


COTTAGE 

ECONOMY 

William 

Cobbett. 

Pb 220pp 
£4.50 

With a preface by G.K. Chesterton. 
This is effectively a manifesto of 
Cobbett's philosophy of self- 
sufficiency. Written in his usual 
blunt and honest style it shows 
clearly why Cobbett has been a 
source of inspiration to patriots for 
a century and a half. 



THE SCORPION: Editor Michael 
Walker. An in-depth political/ cult¬ 
ural/literary magazine, analysing 
topics of current concern from a 
European perspective. Back issues 


available: 

1 The problem of Racism . 70p 

2 The Island of the Blest .... £1.00 
7 In Search of America ... £1.20 

6 The Island of the Blest_ £1.00 

7 In Search of America . £1.20 

8 The Romantic Vision . £1.70 

9 When Europe Awakes .... £1.60 

10 Against Totalitarianism ... £2.20 


THE 

DESTRUCTION 
OF DRESDEN 
David 
Irving 
Pb, 255pp 
£6.60 

Dresden was packed with 
refugees, an undefended city with 
little military significance. On the 
13th February 1945 2,000 Allied 
bombers dropped 3,000 tons of 
bombs, including 650,000 
incendiaries on it. In the ensuing 
fire-storm 135,000, mostly 
innocent women and children, 
died. Irving tells the facts of a real 
Holocaust. 


ARTHUR'S 

BRITAIN 

Leslie 

Alcock 

Pb, 425pp 

Illustrated 

£5.50 

This remarkable book assembles 
all that is known about the 
shadowy period of British history 
following the Roman occupation 
from the fourth to the seventh 
century. History and myth alike 
about the Celtic British hero Arthur 
are examined in detail by Alcock. 
This book will be of interest to all 
who are interested in Britain's 
heritage. 


THE BEST 
OF NATIONAL 
VANGUARD 
Pb, 217pp 
tabloid size. 

£12.00 

A compilation of over 200 of the 
best articles to have appeared in 
the American racialist publication 
'National Vanguard' since 1970. 
This magazine has long been held 
in great respect by British 
Nationalists, and rightly so. A wide 
range of political, historical and 
cultural themes are covered by a 
number of excellent in-depth 
articles. Expensive but well worth 
the cost. 


LORD 

OF 

THE 

RINGS 

J.R. Tolkien 

Pb 1077pp 

£10.30 



Inspired by the folk legends of 
Northern Europe this is a work to 
delight and fascinate everyone. A 
world wide best seller. 



MYSTERIOUS 
BRITAIN 
Janet & 

Colin 

Bord 

Pb 287pp 
Illustrated 
£6.00 


This excellently illustrated book 
delves into some of the earliest folk 
history of the British people. Gives 
us a real understanding of the lives 
of the first inhabitants of the 
British Isles 


RURAL 
RIDES 
William 
Cobbett 
Pb, 533pp. 

£4.70 

Cobbett was one of the nineteenth 
century's forerunners of modern 
British Nationalism. In Rural Rides 
Cobbett evocatively records the 
beauties of the countryside whilst 
condemning the sufferings of the 
exploited poor. Essential social 
history for the committed 
Nationalist. 


THE 
LIFE 
OF THE 
FIELDS 
Richard 
Jefferies 
Pb. 224pp 
£4.00 

Jefferies was a naturalist, 
conservationist, philosopher, 
novelist and reporter. His 
appreciation of the beauties of the 
countryside and fears for their 
destruction, have motivated 
patriots for over a century. 
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DECLINE & 
FALL OF THE , 
FREUDIAN 
EMPIRE 
Prof H 
Eysenck 
Pb, 224pp 
£4.50 





The pseudo-science of Freudian 
psychoanalysis is ruthlessly and 
effectively demolished by Prof 
Eysenck Freud 

has had a massively destructive 
influence on twentieth century 
Western thought. As he is one of 
Britain's top psychologists 
Eysenck's demolition job on 
Freudianism is very welcome. 


OCCUPATION 

Paul 

Comben 
Pb 39pp 
£2.00 

A new collection of over twenty 
previously unpublished poems by 
one of Britain's leading nationalist 
poets. Irony and staire are used 
with relish to attack a variety of 
targets, from reactionary Colonel 
Blimps to trendy student pseuds. In 
two of the poems, inspired by the 
heroism of the British troops in the 
Falklands, that heroism is 
contrasted with empty bar-room 
patriotism. 


THE 

DARK 

LANTERN 

Henry 

Williamson 

Pb 430pp. 

£4.30 

Williamson was one of Britain's 
greatest writers of the twentieth 
century, yet he was persecuted 
and declared a 'non-person' by the 
literary establishment for his 
patriotic views. The Dark Lantern 
iri the first volume of his 
triumphant saga A Chronicle of 
Ancient Sunlight'; part social 
history, part autobiography it is 
absorbing reading. 


AMERICA'S 
DECLINE 
Revilo P. 

Oliver 

Pb. 376 pp 

£5.80. 

A compendium of many of Prof. 
Oliver's best essays, articles and 
reviews written over a twenty year 
period. Subjects covered include 
current affairs, race, history, 
politicians etc. A fascinating book, 
well written in Prof Oliver's best 
style 





£4.20 

Written nearly eighthundredyears 
ago 'The Nibelungenleid' isanepic 
tale of murder and revenge. The 
story of Seigfried is central to 
Northern European heroic legend 
and inspired Wagner to compose 
The Ring'. A T. Hatto's translation 
is exceptionably readable and 
exciting. 


LUSITANIA 
Colin 
Simpson 
Pb, 323pp 

£2.35 

When the massive liner Lusitania 
was torpedoed in 1915 it was 
universally condemnedas an act of 
brutal German aggression. 50 
years later the truth came out 
following salvage operations - the 
Lusitania was not an innocent 
passenger liner, but the pawn in a 
cynical stratagem designed to 
involve America inthe War against 
Germany. 


NEWS FROM 

NOWHERE 

William 

Morris 

Pb, 300pp 

illustrated 

£5.20 



IMPERIUM 

Francis 

Parker 

Yockey 

Pb, 626pp 

£9.50 

The Philosophy of History and 
Politics' this is the major work of 
i one of Europe's most controversial 
racial philosophers, who died in 
mysterious circumstances in a US 


HUNGER 
Knut 
Hamsun 
£3.00 

Hamsun was Norway’s most 
famous patriotic author, and 
suffered persecution for his beliefs 
at the end of the war. Hunger is 
one of his most acclaimed novels. 


IS THERE 
INTELLIGENT 
LIFE ON 
EARTH 
Revilo P 
Oliver 
Pb, 95pp 
£4.30 

An amusing and informative 
debunking of liberal myths. 


CONSPIRACY 

OR DEGENERACY 

Revilo P 

Oliver 

Pb. 80pp 

£4.50 

Professor Oliver asks what are the 
causes of the decline of the West? 



As a poet, designer and social 
reformer Morris was justly famed 
for his work in a number of fields. 
As a patriotic early Socialist Morris 
had more in common with modern 
Nationalism than with today's 
Marxist degenerates. As well as 
containing News From Nowhere' 
which outlines much of his 
political ideas, this volume 
contains a selection of his other 
writings and design work. 


BEYOND 
GOOD ANC 
EVIL 
Friedrich 
Nietzsche. 

Pb 238pp 
£3.50 

This work becomes ever more 
relevant in a world increasingly 
being destroyed by the egalitarian 
moralisings of the liberal 
consensus'. Nietzsche asks how 
ethical systems and moral 
valuations arose, and what will be 
their effect on human society. 


THE 

DISPOSSESSED 

MAJORITY 


THE DIS¬ 
POSSESSED 
MAJORITY 
Wilmot 
Robertson 
Pb, 613pp 
£11.00 

A best seller from America. Shows 
how white Americans are 
systematically discriminated 
against in the USA. 



RACE, 

INTELLIGENCE 
& EDUCATION 
Nationalist 
Teachers 
Group 
Pb, 20pp 
Magazine 
format £0.75 

This was originally produced in 
answer to a propaganda booklet 
written by two Marxists for the 
National Union of Teachers. It 
systematically demolishes the 
'scientific anti-racism' of the NUT 
booklet, and is a valuable addition 
to Nationalist literature as it 
concisely shows how anti-racist 
arguments can easily be torn to 
shreds. Recommended. 


BRAVE 

NEW 

WORLD 

Aldous 

Huxley 

Pb 206pp 

£3.00 

Extrapolate the trends and 
tendancies of contemporary liberal 
society forward into the future and 
what do you get? The nightmare of 
the Brave New World. 


ZIONIST 

CONNECTION 

II 

A. Lillienthal 
Pb 904pp 
£14.00 

A courageous Jewish writer 
speaks out against the messanic 
Jewish Imperialism that Zionism 
has become. Full of facts and very 
influential. 



VENTILATIONS 
Wilmot 
Robertson 
Pb, 113pp 
£5.00 

A follow-up to the extremely 
successful and influential book. 
The Dispossessed Majority, by the 
same author. 
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BADGES 


Silver lapel badge designs 'IMF', Odal 
Rune, Tree of Life, Sunwheel. Also Celtic 
Cross pendant; all £1.50 each inc p&p 

'IMF' badge in red, white and gold - £1.20 
inc p&p. All from Vanguard Publications. 




An Introduction to tho National Front. A 

full statement of current party policies, a 
history of the National Front, who’s who in the 
NF, plus over 70 photographs. 

Magazine size, 28pp. £1.95 inc p&p. 

HERITAGE & DESTINY A six part study of 
Northern European heritage, origins, culture 
and future, that first appeared in the early 
eighties. Magazine format 6 at 16pp. 

£3.50p 


VANGUARD is published in order to 
advance the cause of British 
Nationalism. It is independent of all 
political parties but editorially it 
supports the National Front, 

Unless specifically stated to the 
contrary the view expressed in the 
signed articles or letters are solely the 
responsibility of their authors, and do 
not necessarily represent the views of 
the editor, Vanguard or the National 
Front. 

In order to encourage constructive 
political debate Vanguard i« happy to 
publish a wide cross-section of radical 
Nationalist opinion. Consequently the 
Editor is pleased to receive manuscripts 
of articles from readers for possible 
publication. These should be typed in 
oouDie-spacing and be no longer 
than 1,500 words. No payment is made 
for articles published - which become 
Vanguard copyright unless authors 
specifically request otherwise at the 
time they submit their manuscripts. The 
Editor reserves the right to shorten or 
otherwise amend articles accepted for 
publication, should shortage of space or 
editorial judgement require such 
alteration to be made. 

Those wishing to reprint articles from 
Vanguard are welcome to do so, 
providing that they include with the 
reprinted article the author's name and 
the name and address of Vanguard. 
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payment to: Vanguard 
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Publications, P.O.Box 634, 

Hove, East Sussex BN3 5FZ. 
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NAME .... 
ADDRESS 
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VANGUARD 


BULK 

RATES 

BUY VANGUARD IN BULK! You can 

help build our circulation and make our 
magazine a success by buying bulk 
supplies to sell to your friends, 
comrades and public. Bulk rates are as 
follows. 

10 copies: £7.70. & £1.90 P&P 

20 copies: £15.00. & £2.35 P&P 
30 copies: £21.60. & £2.90 p&p 
40 copies: £27.20. & £3.15 p&p 
50 copies: £32.50. & £3.35 p&p 
60 copies: £37.80. & £3.65 p&p 
70 copies: £42.70. & £3.85 p&p 
80 copies: £47.20. & £4.00 p&p 
90 copies: £51.30. & £4.25 p&p 
100 copies: £55.00. & £4.45 p&p 
150 copies: £78.00. & £5.60 p&p 
200 copies £100.00. & £5.70 p&p 
Quantities over 200: 48p each 
including postage 

Cheques/POs should be made payable 
to Vanguard Publications and sent to 
Vanguard, P.O.Box 634, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 5FZ. 


BACK 

ISSUES 

Back issues of Vanguard are available 
at the bargain price of only - Issue 1 to 
23 - 50p each inc p&p. Issues 24 to 29 - 
70p each inc p&p. 

1 SOLD OUT 

2 The Blood of the British 

3. Ulster How the Front Can Help 

4. The Enemies of British Nationalism 

5. State Repression: Is it inevitable? 

6. National Front: The First 20 Years 

7. Race Prejudice vs Reality 
8 Britain s Environment 

9. Fiji Multi-racial Failure 
10 Britain United or Defeated 
1 1 South Africa: A New Dawn 

12 The Final Frontier 

13 Power to the People 

14 BP Fiasco 

15 SOLD OUT 

18 The Foundation of our Culture 
17 Their Common Purpose Murder 
18. Le Front Nationale 
15 The Rising Tide of Colour 

20 Ulster - What is to Done? 

21 Brainwashing on the Box 

22 Racial Differences 

23. Nationalism in E. Europe 

24. Roots of the British 

25. St George Arrested 

26 Ganges flows through London 

27. 8000 at Nationalist Rally 

28. Women in the Frontline 

29. Europe after Communism 

Don't miss outl make sure your 
collection of Vanguard is complete by 
writing to Vanguard Publications. 
P.O.Box 634, Hove, East Sussex BN3 
5FZ. Please state the issue No and the 
quantity you want. Cheques and POs 
should be made payable to Vanguard 
Publications. 
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ANALYSIS of LIBERTARIANISM 


V 




I 


THE COMMON perception of Communism 
is a creed which envisages the creaton on 
earth of an egalitarian utopia through the 
abolition of private property. However, if 
we accept Marx's Manifesto as an 
authoritative exposition of Communist 
objectives, it is apparent that Communist 
aims are not limited to restructuring the 
economy, but are intended to restructure 
and transmute human nature. The 
Manifesto is a catalogue of so-called 
bourgeois institutions, the abolition of 
which is demanded as a prerequisite to the 
emergence of a new species of man. Marx 
lists these institutions as religions, 
morality, the family, monarchy, laws and 
the structure of the state, nations and 
countries, property rights, and the 
differences between town and 
countryside. All must go! 

Change is the Communists' keyword. 
The primary instrument of historical 
change is conflict, or "contradictions'', to 
use Marxist jargon. Dialectics is the 
method by which he analyses conflicts, 
especially the conflicting interests of social 
groups and classes. Materialism, which is 
simply the denial of every non-material 
concept, allows him to justify his 
convictions philosophically. 

The Libertarian is no Marxist or 
Communist, but he too is a dialectical 
materialist. Change is his object and he 
regards social and environmental change 
as a means of transmogrifying man and 
thus creating a society, such as has never 
existed in history. His materialism is a 
transparent. Only matter matters. 

Both creeds regard the state as their 
foremost enemy. It is true that no 
Communist-controlled country has 
succumbed to the Trotskyite deviation of 
allowing the state to wither away, realising 
that enemies abound who would step in to 
prevent Communism from achieving 
universal domination. Worldwide control 
by Communists is the starting point for 
implementing Marx's programme. For this 
reason, the Kremlin argues that the Soviet 
Union is a Socialist (not a Communist) 
society in transition towards Communism. 

For the Libertarian, likewise, the World 
State is the goal. States and nations, which 
restrict the international intercourse of 
commerce and people, detract from the 
supremacy of the "free" individual. 

Libertarianism could be described as the 
campaign of class warfare by the 
bourgeoisie, aiming to establish its own 
exclusive supremacy by absorbing all 
others. The reputed classlessness of 
American society, so cherished by Ayn 
Rand, and Marx's obsession with the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, which is to 
secure its victory by eliminating all so- 


The following critique of Libertarian 
-ism by Ralf Harrison was 
first published in the 'Round Robin' 
newsletter of Tory Action. 

Whatever readers may think of 
groups within the Conservative 
Party, such as Tory Action, we think 
there are some interesting points 
raised in this article. Its publication 
does not imply that Vanguard 
endorses Tory Action. 


called reactionary classes, both allow us to 
formulate a political equation: 0 equals 1. 

Thus the classless society, one devoid of 
all class divisions, can equally be regarded 
as a society in which only one class exists. 
The One World State is a world in which 
there are no "states", such as we have 
hitherto understood the term. No states 
equals one state. 

Libertarians and modern Communists 
have taken Marx's demand for the 
destruction of countries and nations one 
step further, by applying the same 
principle to that human characteristic 
most productive in raising the 
consciousness of mankind's variegated 
and divided nature, namely race. 
Communists, by so revealingly adopting 
the slogan "one race, the human race" 
comply with a humanisticand materialistic 
ethos which would applaud the total 
hybridisation of mankind's races, now so 
well advanced by an establishment 
overbrimming with Communist and 
Libertarian sympathisers, on the grounds 
that it would provide the basis for a 
rationalised and homogenised human 
unity. Libertarians, who advocate free 
movement of international labour (i.e. free 
trade in human units of production) concur 
in these objectives. 

Were they to succeed in reversing 
150,000 years of human development by 
enforcing the extinction of all living races, 
a new "race" would have come into 
existence. No races equals one race. 
Would this not effectively spell the end of 
human history? 

It is in their dialectical analysis of 
property rights that Libertarianism and 
Communism appear to differ the most. If 
the former so elevates the notion of 
property that governments which impose 
taxation are accused of theft, whereas the 
latter regards property as theft, what 
common ground can there be between the 
two in economic matters? Yet, 
paradoxically, the economic objectives of 
both schools of thought are identical. The 
economic systems prevailing in a 


Libertarian or Communist utopia would be 
indistinguishable. 

The key to understanding this paradox is 
the Libertarians' acceptance of the notion 
of "monopoly". The Libertarian is not a 
distributist, echoing Mrs Thatcher's 
rhetoric of a property-owning democracy: 
he does not regard it as morally 
indispensible that as many citizens as 
possible should own property and thereby 
feel that they have a stake in their country. 
The Libertarian differs from the 
Conservative advocate of private 
enterprise, in that he does not agree that 
monopolies impede competition, restrict 
the growth of small enterprises and harm 
the consumer. 

Instead, by advocating untrammelled 
laissez-faire, abolition of state structures 
and free migration, he envisages a 
wholesale transition from classical 
capitalism (under which economic power 
is concentrated in the hands of those who 
own the means of production and 
distribution. ) to finance capitalism 
(under which power is concentrated in the 
hands of financiers, who are much less 
likely to feel loyalty to the nation, since, 
unlike factories, money can be moved all 
over the world at the flick of a button), 
which on a world wide scale through the 
dominance of multi-national corporations 
is likely to lead to the control of the world's 
resources by a handful of proprietors. 

Until all states have been abolished and 
a world state constituted, there can be no 
serious attempt to translate Communist or 
Libertarian ideologies into policies, but if 
the internationalists' war against nations 
succeeds, mankind's lot will be slavery, 
dehumanisation and barbarism, imposed 
by a world power too mighty to resist. 

Communism, the creed of absolute 
equality and Libertarianism, the creed of 
absolute liberty, both embracing as an 
article of their faiths the absolute fraternity 
of the world's peoples under the guise of 
internationalism and multiracialism, are 
not merely intellectual errors. They are the 
demonic forces of darkness. Need we labour 
the point by demanding that neither 
should be tolerated in our party? 

THE ROOTS OF 
THE BRITISH 

Coming soon 'The 
Roots of the British 1 
is a detailed study 
of the origins of 
our people, by 
Steve Brady. 

Don't miss it! 
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MUST TRY HARDER! 


NOW THAT the National Front has declared its intention of fielding 
up to sixty candidates at the forthcoming General Election, the 
subject of electoral strategy deserves and airing. Therefore, I was 
pleased to see the editor address this subject in the latest (July-Sept) 
Vanguard . In my view, the commitment to put up over fifty 
candidates and thus gain the five minute TV & radio broadcasts is a 
sound one. Any serious minor party has to jump this hurdle just in 
order to keep its hand in the political game. 


The failure to meet this objective last 
time was a set-back for the movement 
and many areas of the country have not 
seen NF candidates since '83 or even 
'79. The non-participation last time was 
the product of the 1986 schism. With 
hindsight, the departure of certain 
loonies during that split did the party a 
favour in the long-term, but in the short¬ 
term it had a devastating effect - 
especially in London. 

However, as Vanguard editor Steve 
Brady says, over the last year the NF has 
made sterling progess in many parts of the 
country, particularly the Midlands. We 
have to admit though - London has not yet 
really recovered from the events of '86. 
The weakness of the NF in areas where we 
used to have units, will mean that many of 
the London constituencies contested at 
the 1983 Election could go unfought this 
time. 

Some may well ask, "so what"? I shall 
attempt to explain. The size of the NF vote 
at the next General Election will inevitably 
be compared with that of 1983 when we 
stood 60 candidates and polled 27,063 
votes - an average vote per candidate of 
451 (1.1%). Apart from the reasons 

mentioned by Steve for fighting 60 seats 
again ie. recruiting new blood, surely we 
should also aim to maximise the total vote 
and try to ensure that the average vote per 
candidate does not fall below 1% in order 
to mantain some credibility. 

To this end, we should endeavour to 
contest as many of the 29 seats where we 
polled 1% or more in 1983 (20 of which 
were in London) unless there are 
convincing arguments against doing so. 

One argument might be that an area 
which was relatively good for the party in 
the past has undergone demographic 
change, making it unfavourable hunting 
ground now. In some cases it might not be 
possible to field candidates because the 
nearest branch is already fully committed 
elsewhere. 

Of course, a lot has happened in the last 
seven years and I am not suggesting that 
we should slavishly adhere to previous 
areas of electoral support. The '83 results 
may be a poor basis to gauge current 
support, but since we did not contest the 
1987 Election - they are all we have got. 



DAVE JONES looks at the 
challenge to the National 
Front posed by the next 
General Election, and says 
the party 

'Must try harder!’ 


Because the '83 campaign was so 
heavily London based, a number of seats 
where we did fairly well in '79 in the West 
Midlands, were not contested. For 
example, the two West Bromwich seats, 
Warley East and Walsall North. This time 
we have re-established ourselves in West 
Bromwich and Walsall, which is a good 
sign. 

GREATER WEIGHT 

To my mind, the announcement in The 
Flag of the first NF candidates to be 
adopted for the General Election would 
have carried greater weight if more of the 
branches concerned had managed to field 
candidates at local government level. The 
fact that only one of the nine 
constituencies, Dudley East, had a 
candidate in the local elections this year 
does not inspire confidence. As the ladder 
stragegy stresses, political foundations at 
grass roots provide a sound basis for 
constituency campaigns. It will be 
interesting to see how the various 
candidates fare in seats where no local 
election work has been done. 

Surely it is a cause for concern that the 
NF branches in the Greater London area 
did not put up a single candidate between 
them, despite the fact the Beckenham NF 
told the Bromley Post that they would field 


a candidate. This was the first time since 
the formation of the National Front that the 
party was unrepresented in the capital's 
borough council elections. Even in 1968, 
not long after the NF was launched, there 
were 14 candidates. 

The absence of NF candidates was 
particularly disappointing in the case of 
Croydon and Newham, both of whom 
contested target wards in '86. Moreover, 
the larger branches should set an example, 
especially as the NF is now claiming to be 
England's 5th largest party following the 
demise of Owen's wing of the SDP and the 
virtual extinction of the Communist Party 
of Great Britain, It cannot afford to 'sit out' 
the local elections. 

When the absence of NF candidates in 
London is compared with 1986 and 1982, 
the decline is painfully clear. This has 
implications for our General Election vote, 
in 1983 over half the 60 seats fought were 
in the old GLC area and many of the better 
votes were obtained in London. In fact, 15 
out of the top 20 results were in London 
(including 9 out of the top 10). 

Unless we manage to do well in parts of 
the Midlands which we did not contest in 
'83, it's possible that our average vote per 
candidate could actually fall. Now, Steve 
may say that the purpose of fighting this 
election is to recruit members - rather 
than obtain votes - but it is impossible for a 
political party operating in the real world to 
pretend that the number of votes does not 
matter! 

I would maintain that we cannot afford 
to leave seats like Peckham in South 
London uncontested (our 3rd best result n 
'83) because we no longer currently have a 
branch in the area. This is true of several 
other London constituencies e.g. Barking 
and Dagenham. There are also several 
constituencies in the North West, like 
Manchester Central which should be 
targetted. In my opinion it would be better 
to have even paper candidates in these 
seats than none at all. 

While Steve's article deals well with the 
arguments in favour of the 60 seat 
campaign, I feel that he is on less firm 
ground when he denies that the NF has 
abandoned the ladder strategy. For one 
thing, the strategy was never really 
followed in the first place ... as mentioned 
above, many of the larger branches never 
bothered to adopt target wards. I would like 
to put forward a couple of suggestions to 
correct this weakness: 
a) firstly the Directorate should re¬ 
introduce the old group/branch 
distinction, with branches being required 
to adopt a target ward as part of their 
branch registration. 
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test Bradford North for the NF 
at the coming bye-election. 


b) secondly there should be an award 
presented at the A.G.M. to the branch who 
achieves the best election result (in % 
terms) during the year. 


CONGRATULATE 


We should all congratulate Dudley 
branch for fighting two wards and 
producing the first 6% plus vote in four 
years. As The Flag said, they put other 
branches to shame. It is a matter of some 
concern that Birmingham branch did not 
fight its target ward, Washwood Heath, 
which produced the best NF vote in 1987 
and 1988. Apart from a single candidate in 
Solihull, which is outside Birmingham, the 
branch did not take part in the local 
elections this year. 

I have been told that the reason for this 
was that the Mid-Staffordshire by-election 
prevented them from mounting a serious 
effort locally. This may be a legitimate 
excuse as far as by-election candidate 
John Hill was concerned, but surely some 
other local member could have stood in 
their target ward? 

Before this year, Birmingham branch 
had the best record for electoral activity. In 
1987 they contested three wards and 
scored the best NF vote in the city since 
1979, polling 4.6% in Washwood Heath. 
The following year they abandoned the 
ladder strategy and fought six disparate 
wards, half of which were paper 
campaigns with no leaflets going out. 
Inevitably the candidates not backed with 
leaflets polled poorly and in one case 
embarrassingly so. The vote also dropped 
in their target ward to 3.4% but this was 
still the best NF vote that yoar. The 1988 
Birmingham results simply underline the 
wisdom of the ladder strategy. 

There were no local elections in the 
Metropolitan districts in 1989, but this was 
the year of the Euro-Elections and the NF 
fought Birmingham East, which takes in 
several Westminster seats. Although the 
percentage was poor, less than 1%, it 
gained a number of recruits for the NF and 
served to put the party back on the map in 
the West Midlands. Also it resulted in the 
formation of Walsall Branch of the 
National Front. 


At the time of writing this article, 
Birmingham branch has selected two 
parliamentary candidates, John Hill in 
Northfield and Edward Wicker in Hodge 
Hill. The latter includes Washwood Heath 
and should produce the better NF vote, 
whereas Northfield has not been 
contested since the 1982 by-election. 

Outside the West Midlands, there has 
been very little electoral activity at all. It 
was announced in The Flag that Worthing 
NF were to fight a ward in the 1989 County 
elections, but in the event Hemel 
Hempstead were the only branch to stand 
a candidate. 

Down in the South West, we have not 
managed a candidate since 1987, when 
we stood in Torbay. Plymouth NF, which 
was only officially re-launched in January 
this year, has however adopted a target 
ward for the 1991 city council elections. 
All being well, it will put up a candidate in 
this seat in the General Election. May I 
suggest that all other serious branches - 


whether large or small - follow suit. 

This way, it might be possible to 
implement part of the ladder strategy and 
fight on a broad front as well. If Thatcher 
decided to serve a full term, the General 
Election may not be called till mid-1992, 
but most areas outside London will have 
district council elections next year. Let's 
see local election candidates in as many 
as possible of the constituencies that we 
intend to contest at the General Election. 
This would.be beneficial in a number of 
ways. For one thing, many of the newer NF 
branches have not had any real electoral 
experience. Therefore, next May could 
serve as a dry run for the General. 

In addition, they are more likely to follow 
Steve's exhortation to build-up door-to- 
door sales rounds if they have an 
immediate practical reason to do so. The 
need to collect ten signatures from a 
local ward concentrates the mind 
wonderfully! 



STANDING UP FOR BRITAIN AND THE BRITISH PEOPLE 


■ ' V S 5 ■ 


- Just some of the people who will be National 
Front candidates, at the next General Election, 
pictured at the recent Annual conference of the 
National Front. 
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WHAT ABOUT THE ARMAGH FOUR? 


AT 4.30PM ON the 8th November 1983, 
notorious Irish Republican Adrian Carroll 
aged 24 was outside his home at 10 
Abbey Street Armagh, Northern Ireland. 
He was struck by three low velocity 
bullets in the head and died at 7.20pm in 
Craigavon Hospital. 

Four members of the Ulster Defence 
Regiment Winston Allen, Noel Bell, Jim 
Hagan and Neil Latimer are serving life 
sentences for his murder. They have 
become known as the Armach Four and 
many are convinced that they are totally 
innocent. 

The case against the Armagh Four is 
very briefly this. The Crown alleges that 
the four UDR soldiers were part of a 1 3 
man mobile patrol in four landrovers in the 
Armagh area. During the course of their 
duties one landrover dropped one of their 
number, Latimer, in the grounds of the 
Lonsdale Street Technical College. Here 
he changed into civilian clothes. He was 
later picked up by a vehicle from the UDR 
patrol by means of a 'mock arrest'. 

In the back of the landrover Latimer was 
handed the murder weapon by Hagan. The 
vehicle stopped in the Mall West near to 
the entrance to Pinkertons' Yard, Latimer 
got out and went through the yard. Here he 
waited for Carroll, who appeared from 
work. Latimer stalked Carroll to his house 
where he shot him. Latimer then rendez¬ 
voused with a landrover in College Street. 
On the journey back to base he changed 
back into Army uniform. The murderers 
were then able to arrive back as soldiers 
returning for normal dutiesand the murder 
had involved them in only a slightdeviation 
of route and routine and small addition in 
the time distance to that of their normal 
duties. 

There are a number of problems with 
this account, enough in the view of many 
to be a case for retrial. 

The Four were convicted on the basis of 
admissions made under RUC interrogation. 
The Four claim that these were made 
under duress. Noel Bell claims to have 
been punched in the chest and testicles 
during the interrogation to get him to sign a 
prepared statement. The statements of 
The Four do contain inconsistencies and 
the Judge upheld the claim of duress in the 
case of a fifth UDR man accused with The 
Four. 

Witness 'A' is the other major plank of 
the prosecution case. It was 'Mrs A' who 
claims to have seen the 'mock arrest' of 
Latimer. She knew Latimer well and had 
worked with him. She knew he was a UDR 
soldier and could not understand why he 
was being escorted from the college 


grounds in civilian clothes by two 
uniformed UDR men. She thought perhaps 
Latimer was getting married and his 
friends were "doing him up" to use her 
phrase. The value placed by the Judge on 
witness 'A' has been questioned. 

In a TV interview last year for Irish TV 
witness 'A' claimed that she had been told 
by the police that Latimer had already been 
identified by another witness. She 
appeared to wish to retract during the trial. 
Witnes 'A' claims to have heard on BBC 1 
TV news at 9pm a report of the murder and 
a description of a man running away. She 
connected the description of the way he 
was dressed with Latimer as she had seen 
him that afternoon. 


The BBC 9pm News that evening 
contained no mention of the Carroll murder 
and certainly not a description of the 
gunman. In the event witness 'A' took 
approximately two weeks to come forward 
after consulting a local priest for wnom she 
apparently signed seven blank sheets of 
paper. 

Evidence from other sources continues 
to throw doubt on the verdict. Miss Elaine 
Faulkner, an eyewitness, stated that "I 
would describe this man who had the gun 
as being 20-25 years, about 5'1" or 5'2", 
small build". Miss Faulkner is 5'4" and so 
would be aware that the man was smaller 
than herself. Latimer is 5'10" 

A statement by the headmaster of the 
Technical College where Latimer was 
supposed to have changed his clothes 
indicated that between 3pm-6pm each day 
pupils, teachers and cleaners are about 
their normal duties and Latimer's 
presence would have been obvious. The 
question needs to be asked as to why 
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would the killer choose to change from 
military uniform to civilian clothes at a 
busy college where he would be seen. 

Finally, members of the patrol thought 
until the morning of the killing, that they 
would be on foot patrol duties in another 
part of the city and Winston Allen had 
joined the platoon only five days earlier; he 
did not know his co-accused - diminishing 
the conspiracy theory; yet a futher 
difficulty with the Crown account is why all 
13 members of the patrol were not 
involved in the conspiracy. 

The most interesting feature of the case 
is that a para-military organisation claims 
to have carried out the murder. That 
organisation is the Protestant Action 


Force. They state that two of their 
members carried out the attack. Carroll 
was not the intended target. The 'senior 
republican' who was the original target 
had become 'unavailable'. Carroll had then 
been selected because he was perceived to 
come from a prominent Republican family 
and had been identified with the aid of 
stolen security files. 

The PAF deny that any of the 13 
members of the patrol from whom the four 
come were involved in any way with the 
murder. A Ford Cortina stolen from 
Belfast's Shankill Road six weeks earlier 
and later found abandoned in Armagh was 
the get-away vehicle. A hit team had 
tracked Carroll for 10 days before the 
shooting. Two weapons were taken out on 
the job but only one used. They have given 
a description of what Carroll was wearing 
not only on the day he died but also on the 
days before his death. 

A Ford Cortina was seen speeding away 
after the murder but this was not 











mentioned inthe judge's summing up. Part 
of the statement of James Allen, a witness, 
is as follows: Approximately 2 or 3 minutes 
after the shooting I heard a vehicle coming 
down Cathedral Close from the direction of 
the Hospital. From the sound of the vehicle 
it seemd to be travelling quite fast. I looked 
over the wall and saw the car going past. 
This was a dark navy Ford Cortina.” 
Campaigners for the Four want the RUC to 
make available forensic evidence on the 
Cortina to check PAF claims. 

This year new evidence has come to 
light. The prosecution case was that the 
landrover containing the Four arrived back 
later than the other vehicle. The defence 
produced the UDR soldier on the gate of 
the base who was certain that all four 
vehicles returned together. Under 
questioning, however, the soldier became 
confused and the judge ruled that he was 
trying to save his friends. 

Now an Army signal log has turned up 
showing a radio message from this soldier 
at the time supporting his claim that all the 
landrovers returned together. Further to 
this a former sergeant-major (ex-Regular 
Army, ex-UDR now living in England) has 
recently indicated that he is prepared to 
testify in court that the four landrovers 
arrived back together at about 4.30, the 
time that Carroll was being murdered. 

At the trial there was a suggestion that 
there had been some editing of the RUC 
notes of the Four's statement. But unlike 
the Guildford case this did not render the 
confessions "worthless”. However under 
public pressure Hugh Annesley, RUC Chief 
Constable, has ordered the notes of Noel 
Bell's interview to be subjected to electro¬ 
static desposition analysis (ESDA). Some 
of the confessions involving the disbanded 
West Midlands Serious Crime Squad were 
treated in this way. 

Pressure continues for a re-trial of the 
Armagh Four. 

LETTER TO ‘VANGUARD’. 

The following is the text of a letter 
recently received by us, concerning the 
Armagh Four. 

Dear Sir, 

Your address was given to us by a friend, 
who said that you show an interest in Ulster. 

We are trying to raise money to help the 
‘Armagh Four’ get a retrial. To raise the 
money we are selling (Red, White and Blue) 
‘Free the Armagh Four’ badges for-LI.20 inc 
p&p. If you would like to donate more we 
would be most grateful. The money raised will 
be used to print leaflets and posters about 
the case of the ‘Four’. 

We are also selling other badges for 35p 
each plus postage; 1) Free Loyalist Prisoners 
Now’ (Red, Black and White), 2) 1690-1990 
(Red, White and Blue), 3) A large Red Hand on 
a white background, 4) The Scottish Flag 
(Blue and White), 5) The Ulster Flag (Red, 
Black and White), 6) The English flag (Red 
and White), 7) Segregate Crumlin Road 
Prisoners (Red, Black and White). 

Postage is as follows: 

I- 5 Badges - 20p. 

6-10 " - 30p. 

II- 40 ” - 45p. 

Cheques etc, payable to ‘Ulster Welfare 
Fund’. 

Yours faithfully, 

Ulster Welfare Fund, 

PO Box 20, Portadown, 

Co. Armagh, BT62 3PX. 




Dear friends, 

I'd like to agree with the letter 
from Colin Sykes, in the last edition 
of 'Vanguard'. 

The EEC is plainly a massive 
threat to Britain:- 

1) Because after 1992 all our ins¬ 
titutions from Parliament to the 
Judiciary will be subject to a 
greater, foreign authority. We will 
have surrendered our sovereignty 
without a fight. Indeed the next Gen¬ 
eral Election may well prove to be 
the last one that matters. 

2) Because the EEC has become the 
biggest importer of Third World imm¬ 
igrants in the world. It takes in 
more than all of North America. And, 
after 1992, once they are in Europe 
they will be free to enter the UK. 

So we must continue to oppose EEC 
membership because it stands for more 
bureaucracy, less democracy, more 
immigrants, less nationhood. Plainly 
it is the next step towards the "One 
World" none of us want. 

Incidently wasn't Mosley's "Europe 
a Nation" policy the most illogical, 
idealistic thing this great thinker 
ever proposed? We have to understand 
it in the context of his political 
defeat and the collapse of his BUF. 

It was a typically noble, but 
uncharacteristically impractical 
dream. We want more localised demo¬ 
cracy and control, not a pan-European 
bureaucratic nightmare. 

I don't buy the alternative of the 
White Commonwealth trading bloc - it 
is at least three decades out of date. 
Once it made sense for Australia and 
New Zealand to supply us with cheap 
food in return for our manufactured 
goods, but full scale industrialisat¬ 
ion down under, speeded up by the war 
effort, means that Oz now produces 
the goods she used to import from us. 


But I don't believe a "Little 
Britain" policy as the NF seems to be 
advocating carries much weight 
either. The amount of control we can 
have as a nation while we are part of 
the world market is severely limited 
- we could not be economically self 
sufficient without major cuts in 

living standards, probably not at 
all. 

Besides the inward looking 

inevitably stagnate. We could have 
done it in the Thirties with the 
Empire, but not alone now. 

What we need then is a modem 

practical alternative which will 
enable us to meet the challenge of 
the 21st century. 

My solution would be a synthesis 
of the various Nationalist arguements: 
a Greater Europe composed of free, 

nationalist states, acting together 
out of common interests, but not 
attempting to subjugate each other to 
Brussels bureaucracy or whatever. 

Greater Europe could operate 
tariff barriers against the outside 
world without imposing political 
union. And surely then Australia, New 
Zealand, South Africa and Canada, our 
European kith and kin, would be 
invited to trade on favourable terms 
with their racial cousins here in 
Europe. 

This would then constitute a 
powerful wedge of White interest and 
power stretching from the Atlantic to 
the edge of Asia and incorporating 
our friends and natural allies the 
world over. No power on earth could 
challenge such a force. 

Now obviously this is a long way 
off. But I believe this goal to be 
more practical than either Europe a 
Nation, Little Britain or the White 
Commonwealth. 

It would mean the National Front 
could carry on the fight for a Brit¬ 
ish renaissance hand in hand with our 
racial allies in the Front National, 
the Republican Party and so on. 

My slogan - Europe: an alliance of 
Racial Nationalist! 

Yours for Britain, 
Gareth White, 
Cornwall. 
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IN THE FRONTLINE 


YORKSHIRE, IN COMMON with one or two other unfortunate 
counties such as Lancashire, has areas which reluctantly host some 
of the country's most dense concentrations of Asian immigrants and 
their descendants. Mainly these have settled in the very heartland of 
what, in happier days, was known as the West Riding. 


Take Bradford for example - once the 
centre of Britain's flourishing woollen 
industry. There the immigrant population 
has risen to an appalling 20%, whilst in the 
nearby Metropolitan area of Kirklees the 
local authority actually boasts that 'ethnic 
minorities' represent almost one person in 
every eight. Considering that the so-called 
minorities are centred mainly in Batley and 
Dewsbury, it's safe to bet that the 
proportions in those two contiguous towns 
are considerably higher. Naturally enough, 
the Council doesn't make an exact figure 
available, but we reckon they must be on a 
par with Bradford - in other words, one 
person in every five is of immigrant stock. 

Against that background Leeds Branch 
has decided that our priority target at the 
next General Election will be Dewsbury; 
we are also seriously looking at the 
possibility of extending our effort into a 
twin strike to include Batley. During the 
productive Election Seminar held recently 
in Leeds, at which there was good 
representation from other areas, there 
was discussion about the chances of still 
more election candidates in Hull and 
Sheffield. 

'BRASS' 

The reservation about making definite 
decisions resulted from the true Yorkshire 
aversion to spending 'brass' when you 
haven't got it. A lot is going to depend on 
how soon - or how late - Madam Maggie 
decides her Government has a good 
chance of survival and chooses to go to the 
country. We're praying that it will be later 
rather than sooner - much as we all want 
rid of the curse of Thatcherism at the first 
available opportunity. 

Ideally we'd like to put up six candidates 
in Yorkshire, and the longer we have to 
raise the necessary cash, the better. 

At the moment, of course, our 
preoccupation is with the coming by- 
election in Bradford North, where our 
candidate will be Ian Tenney, presently 
Chairman of the Hull Branch. As I write, we 
don't know the date of the by-election, but 
it can only be a matter of a few weeks at 
most, which doesn't give us too much time. 
We understand that one of our opponents 
will be a leading local Muslim, which 
promises an interesting confrontation and 
no small degree of hassle. 


AROUND THE REGIONS 
Reports on Progress 
in Yorkshire 



Yorkshire Activists on a 
papersale drive. 


On the other hand, this has resulted in 
the re-formation of the Bradford Branch 
with a largely fledgling committee but 
with the assurance of all possible help 
from the more experienced members in 
Leeds. Young Mr. Richard Brass, the new 
Organiser, also finds himself acting as Ian 
Tenney's agent, and is dashing around the 
city sorting out all the necessary 
preliminaries for the election. 

Over in Hull, the plague of immigration 
hasn't yet established itself to any large 
extent, but the Branch - although 
comparatively small - is keen and 
enthusiastic. It's one of those branches 
with a strong family influence, in this case 
the Jacksons. Together with Ian Tenney 
and Tony Braithwaite they're forging 
strong links with the new branch set up in 
Grimsby under the determined Mark 
Richardson. 

To be truthful, liaison between the 
various parts of wide-spread Yorkshire has 
not recently been as strong as it should be, 
maybe because of the distances involved 
in England's largest county. This is a 
shame and we have plans to set up more 


regular contact on a Regional Council 
basis with, for example, Pete and Dave 
from Sheffield who look after National 
Front interests in the surrounding towns of 
Rotherham, Doncaster and Barnsley. 

Pete and Dave have their problems, of 
course, in the city which has been wryly 
referred to as the Soviet Socialist Republic 
of South Yorkshire, but they stand up to the 
task with praiseworthy fortitude. Their 
Branch is almost invariably well 
represented at organised marches and 
rallies. 

Once you get up into the northern parts 
of Yorkshire, life tends to get a bit difficult 
for National Front supporters. The small 
town and villages are widespread and 
comparatively sparsely poulated, so 
personal contact isn't simple. All the same, 
the geographical problems fail to damp our 
members' ardour. 

Out on the east coast, for instance, Gary 
Pudsey - who must be one of the youngest 
Branch Organisers in Britain - finds 
himself cultivating potentially fertile 
ground for National Front recruitment. 
Every year sees tens of thousands of 
holiday-makers flocking into resorts such 
as Bridlington and Scarborough, and Gary 
is sure to make the most of the opportunity 
provided by that influx. 

I should, perhaps, mention another two 
individuals from the le$s industrialised 
areas, Kester and Bedford. Both of them 
are representative of the National Front's 
growing body of student members, and 
we're delighted to learn that the two of 
them have won places at Universities. 
Sadly, of course, this means that we are 
going to lose their valuable services, but 
we wish them all the best in their future 
careers. 

CENTRE 

After this brief tour about the more 
outlying parts of the region, we come 
back to Leeds which must be - pace Hull 
and Sheffield - the centre for National 
Front operations in Yorkshire. 

Leeds is fortunate in having amongst its 
longest-serving and most dedicated 
members the Taylor family of pater, 
daughter and two sons. Of these Peter is 
the better known. Formerly in the Royal 
Navy, with service in the Falklands to his 
credit, Peter is Regional Organiser and, of 
course, a member of the National 
Directorate. The other brother - known as 
Beefy for very obvious reasons - was 
formerly Organiser, and sister Karen isthe 
highly efficient Branch Treasurer. 

At present Leeds Branch might more 
accurately be called Leeds and District, 






■ Editor of the National Front's monthly newspaper. The 
FL^G, Martin Wingfield addresses a meeting of the Leeds 
Branch of the National Front in February of this year. 


since it includes members from many 
surrounding towns and cities such as 
Batley and Dewsbury, Halifax and 
Bradford. Amongst its comparatively new 
members is Michael Hebden, one-time 
radio journalist and Public Relations 
Officer, who is already a regular 
contributor to Vanguard and who has just 
been elected Chairman of the Branch. 

Understandably, one of his main fortes is 
in communications, and this is something 
he is trying to promote. The result is that 
Leeds Branch has begun to have increased 
success in writing to local papers which 
have, until now, tended to ignore the 
existence of the National Front unless 
there has been an opportunity for snide 
comment. 

OFFENSIVE 

In Leeds we have come to the conclusion 
that the National Front has been too much 
on the defensive in the past, and as a result 
we have decided to go on the offensive. For 
far too long the lefties and liberals have 
been having things all their own way, 
dictating and dominating public opinion, 
ruthlessly crushing any attempts to tell the 
appalling truth about Britain's decline into 
multi-racial mediocrity. 

Take the age-old problem of councils' 


refusal to allow National Front literature in 
public libraries. By what right, other than 
that of self-granted censorship, do they 
behave in this way, thus eliminating an 
important opportunity for us to propagate 
our message? 

Having recently learned that our 
colleagues in Walsall have taken on their 
local council on this issue and are having 
considerable success, we have decided to 
do exactly the same. As a test case, we are 
going to challenge Kirklees and have 
already taken the first step by officially 
requesting permission to feed our 
literature into libraries. The request is 
almost certain to be denied. 

Under the Walsall blueprint, the next 
step is to complain to the Local 
Ombudsman of council maladministration, 
on the grounds that they are contravening 
certain sections of the various Human 
Rights declarations to which Britain is a 
signatory. If the idea can work in the 
Midlands - as it appears to be doing - we 
reckon we can do the same thing here in 
Yorkshire, with an equal chance of 
success. If nothing else, we can envisage 
some very useful publicity. 

Finance is always one of our main 
problems, as it is in all National Front 
branches. For obvious reasons, we can't do 
as the Tories do and obtain massive 


support from big business. But much of our 
nationalist philosophy centres on the 
encouragement of small businesses, 
many of which, in this part of the world, are 
under serious threat from the remorseless 
encroachment of Asian rapacity. 

Why not publicise that aspect of National 
Front policy - thus goes our reasoning - and 
at the same time combine this with an 
appeal for financial support. At the present 
time we are trying to work out a suitable 
approach aimed at appealing to the owners 
of such businesses. The few remaining 
white-run taxi companies or corner shops, 
little family building firms, garages and 
filling stations figure on the list we are 
compiling from Yellow Pages . Once our 
begging letter' is finalised, we hope to 
start mailing at the rate of a hundred a 
month. 

APPEALS 

After all, people are accustomed to 
reeciving appeals for funds from various 
associations and leagues, ranging from 
the improbable to the downright dotty. 
Why shouldn't we, with the aim of 
rescuing our land from extincton, try the 
same thing? 

There are some intelligent people out 
there, folks. Let's have a bash at trying to 
locate them. 

Similarly, we're combing back issues 
of the local papers to find 
correspondents who have written 
complaining about immigration and its 
consequences. In one two-hour session, 
a keen suppporter of the National Front - 
who hasn't taken out membership for 
safety-first reasons, but who couldn't be 
more dedicated - culled twenty-five 
nafnes of potential sponsors. 

Over the past few years there have 
been several instances in this area of 
inter-racial troubles which have left an 
indelible impression on indigenous 
Yorkshire white folks. In the town of 
Dewsbury alone there was the infamous 
and long-running Schools Dispute, 
which ended with the total capitulation 
of a dictatorial local authority. 

This was followed by the notorious 
Race Riots during which a pub was 
besieged and ransacked and its patrons 
marooned in terror of losing their lives. 
There have been innumerable examples 
of vandalism aimed at driving white 
Christians out of predominantly Muslim 
areas. 

' Let's be honest. It's going to be a drag 
finding the names and addresses of all 
the people whose unpleasant memories 
of those events might well prompt them 
to support the National Front. 

We think the effort may be well wortt 
while. 
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ONE HUNDRED YEARS AGO, on 13th 
September, 1890, 750 British pioneers raised 
the Union Flag of the Imperial Motherland 
above an African field. They proclaimed the 
founding of a new British outpost. Fort 
Salisbury. It was intended to be the kernel of a 
new land for the British people, its founders 
fired by the great dream of their leader, Cecil 
Rhodes, of a British-dominated Africa, its 
European-habitable lands peopled by settlers of 
British stock, in a British-dominated world. In 
his honour they gave their new land a new name, 
Rhodesia. 

Rhodesia was to have a bloody infancy. 
Within a few years, the primitive Negro tribes 
who had themselves previously siezed the 
land, exterminating the Khoisanid natives, 
rose in revolt. After sickening massacres of 
British women and children, these savages 
were duly put down. Thereafter a peaceful and 
prosperous land was won and built by hardy 
pioneers. Pioneers who never forgot their 
loyalty to their homeland, or in ever more 
cases, that of their forebears. 

Per head of the population, the White 
Rhodesians contributed more in both world 
wars than any other land of British stock, 
including the homeland herself. After the last 
such war, Rhodesia thrived, her British- 
descended community boosted by a new wave 
of settlers seeking a new life in a new land. Her 
future looked set fair. 
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Today, of course, Rhodesia is no more. 
Most of her Whites have left. Out of 235,000 in 
1979 fewer than 80,000 are left. The remnant, 
trapped by harsh edicts which forbid them to 
take their own property with them when they 
leave, exist in a brutal, corrupt and squalid 
mess called “Zimbabwe”. A name taken, 
appropriately, from some crumbling ruins. A 
land ruled over by one of the planet’s last 
Marxist regimes, as it slowly but steadily slides 
back into savagery. 

Under the despotic rule of “Comrade Bob” 
Mugabe, none dared openly celebrate a 
century in which the brave Rhodesian dream 
was born, and flowered, and died. Last 
November a group of elderly White men in 
their seventies, caught celebrating the 
centenary of the British South Africa Police in 
a Salisbury (now “Harare'”) hotel, were 
beaten up by Black secret police goons and 
had their service medals, many 
commemorating valour in Britain’s wars 
stolen. 

Only across the South African border did 
any celebrate Rhodesia’s centenary, and sadly 
raise aloft one last time the green and white 
flag of her finest hour, when for fifteen years 
she stood alone against the world. What went 
wrong? Who killed Rhodesia? 

The answer is: those she had most reason to 
trust. First her motherland, the Old Country, 
Britain. And second her fellow bastion of White 


civilization in a continent otherwise reverting to 
the jungle, South Africa. 

It was trust in Britain that led Rhodesia, in 
1923, to decline an invitation to join the Union 
of South Africa, a land dominated by not 
overly pro-British Afrikaaners. It was trust in 
Britain which was to be brutally betrayed in 
the Sixties when a Labour Government in 
London tried to hand their country over to the 
Blacks. Trust further betrayed when the 
Rhodesians’ Unilateral Declaration of 
Independence rather than sink into the 
corrupt swamp which is Black-ruled Africa 
was met with harsh economic sanctions. * 

Betrayed by the rulers of the land for which 
she had fought, Rhodesia put her trust in her 
fellow White-governed Southern African state 
South Africa. This trust too was to be brutally 
betrayed. As historian of the region Paul 
Moorcroft observed in September 1990’s 
History Today , Rhodesia “became completely 
dependent on a South African regime which 
was even more determined than Britain to 
establish a Black leader in Salisbury.” 

The South African Government 
desperately wanted to be accepted as a 
respectable ally by the Capitalist “Free 
World” in the glorious crusade to make the 
world safe for Tamala Motown and the Bic 
Mac - and the Chase Manhattan Bank. So 
Pretoria toed the “Western ” line and refused 
to recognise the Rhodesian “rebel regime”. 
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Instead, as Moorcroft observes, “Pretoria 
selfishly manipulated its Rhodesian satrapy 
(while making a huge profit on sanctions- 
breaking to the captive rebel market) by 
providing just enough military support to 
allow (Rhodesian leader Ian) Smith to reach 
the elusive ‘settlement’ with Black 
‘moderates’”. Indeed, in 1976 South Africa 
was delighted to do its bit to help US Secretary 
of State, the sinister Dr. Henry Kissinger, 
force the Rhodesians to agree in principle to 
Black majority rule and attend US-sponsored 
talks with Blacks in Geneva. 

As Moorcroft rightly says, South African 
leader B. J. Vorster “cut off nearly all military 
shipments to Smith. Rhodesian troops in the 
field were sometimes reduced to a few days’ 
supplies of ammunition. In this sense, Vorster 
did as much as the guerrilla leader Robert 
Mugabe to break the Rhodesian fighting 
spirit”. 

REGIONAL SUPERPOWER 

Even though the Kissinger initiative failed, 
and South African “support” resumed, it was 
always never quite enough. Given total 
backing from South Africa, the regional 
superpower, the Rhodesians could have won. 
With amazing bravery and tactical skill 
against overwhelming odds, they nearly did 
anyway. 

But in the end Rhodesian Prime Minister 
Ian Smith decided to throw in the towel and 
set up a token Black, Bishop Abel Muzorewa, 
as Prime Minister of “Zimbabwe-Rhodesia”. 
Since South African pressure had led to the 
principle of Black rule being conceded, Smith 
clearly decided to concede at least some of the 
practice. The more so as the Conservative 
Party in London under Margaret Thatcher 
entered the May 1979 General Election on a 
manifesto commitment to recognise this 
“internal settlement”. 

But, of course, being Tories they promptly 
betrayed this promise when they won power. 
Instead they forced Smith and Muzorewa to 
sign the “Lancaster House Agreement” under 
which the terrorist Marxist groups would be 
allowed to stand in a general election. The 
Rhodesians signed because the Tories told 
them they wouldn’t let terrorist boss Mugabe 
win. They had the “ABM” - Anybody But 
Mugabe - plan, they said. Mugabe, an old 
friend of such nice people as the Provisional 
IRA, had a simpler plan. Once his terrorists 
were free to come out of the bush, they’d just 
intimidate all the Blacks into voting for 
“Comrade Bob’s” Marxists. As they did. The 
“Iron Lady” then promptly handed Rhodesia 
over to a Communist terrorist allied to the 
IRA. 

The full depth of contemptible - but typical 
- Tory perfidy was revealed by the Rhodesian 
Assistant Secretary of Defence, who revealed 
that Tory Foreign Secretary Peter Carrington 
had separately whispered in both Muzorewa 
and Mugabe’s ears that London unofficially 
supported which ever one he was having a 
quiet word to at the time! As the Rhodesian 
said, “In Carrington’s view the only way to 
stop the fightng was to hand over to Mugabe. 
It was a convenient way of getting rid of the 
problem. It was dishonest, immoral - but 
effective”. A bit like Carrington’s own Tory 


Party, in fact! 

At that, Rhodesia might yet have been 
saved. “Operation Torch”, a last-ditch plan to 
“take-out” Mugabe’s terrorists at their 
“Commonwealth supervised’’ assembly 
points if Mugabe won, as well as eradicating 
Comrade Bob and Co, in Salisbury, had been 
devised by intrepid Rhodesian security force 
officers. But the plan was betrayed and 
sabotaged by their own Commander-in- 
Chief, General Peter Walls. Walls now lives in 
luxury in South Africa whilst some of his ex- 
comrades rot in Mugabe’s concentration- 
camp-like jails. 

But in the end perhaps the factor which 
really killed Rhodesia, which led to all the 
misplaced trusts and teachery in high places, 
was the bane of our Race: political confusion 
and lack of clear vision. As Moorcroft put it in 
History Today : “The initial aim of the war was 
to prevent the passing of power to any Black 
government, no matter how moderate. An 
admission of racism, if only within the high 
command and Cabinet, might have produced 
a more coherent grand strategy, but no clear 
political programme - beyond a vague 
preservation of the status quo - was ever 
articulated. Rhodesian grand strategy, such as 
it was, was shot through with a fatal 
negativism”. And “once the principle of 
having any kind of majority rule at all was 
conceded, the Rhodesians’ war aims became 


increasingly confused and their strategy 
consistently weaker.” 

COHERENT 

Had the Rhodesian Government espoused 
a coherent political position, which given its 
circumstances would have had to be a racial 
nationalist one, an “admission of racism”, 
this fatal weakness would have been solved. 
Rhodesia would have known what it was 
fighting for, as well as what it was fighting 
against. 

In place of unreliable “allies” in a war on 
behalf of a Capitalist bloc which was 
fundamentally and inherently opposed to 
everything White Rhodesia stood for, and 
didn’t want its help against a Communist bloc 
which, as Rhodesian intelligence chief Ken 
Flower reveals in his memoirs Serving 
Secretly , John Murray 1987) acounted for 
more than half of Rhodesia’s sanctions-busting 
supplies, in place of that Rhodesia would have 
found many tens of thousands of true friends 
around the world, ready to come to her aid in 
a struggle openly waged under the banner of 
White Power. 

In that struggle could well have been born 
the fruition of a dream of racial advancement 
greater and longer lasting than that of 
Rhodes. As things are, we can at least learn 
from Rhodesia. Especially in South Africa. If 
as a result other White lands live, Rhodesia 
will not have died in vain . . . 



The man who drove the final nail into 
Rhodesia's coffin:- General Peter 
Walls, C-in-C of the Rhodesian Army. 
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GUINNESS V ISN’T 
GOOD FOR YOU 



TOM ACTON 


THE CONVICTIONS of Ernest Saunders 
(real name Schliger), Anthony Parnes, Gerald 
Ronson and Sir Jack Lyons on various charges 
of fraud and theft inevitably hit the headlines of 
all the newspapers recently. The sentences that 
were meted out to them were well-deserved; in 
view of the massive amounts of money involved 
they should consider themselves lucky they did 
not receive even heavier sentences. 

When the Guinness scandal first came to 
light, following the arrest of Saunders & Co at 
th end of 1987, Vanguard commented on one 
curious aspect of the case that appeared to be 
receiving scant attention from the media, 
despite all the publicity that was being 
generated. As we pointed out, in the editorial 
to Issue 14, (November 1987) all the 
defendents were Jewish, as is their one-time 
associate, the disgraced American-based 
financier, Mr Ivan Boesky. 

Since then prominent members of the 
Jewish community in Britain have chosen to 
add their weight to the defence of the accused. 
Lord Mishcon, for example acted as solicitor 
for Gerald Ronson, and the prestigous Sir 
Claus Moser offered character references. 
One can only be charitable and assume Sir 
Claus is an extremely bad judge of character.. 

SO WHAT 


As Vanguard said then concerning the 
Jewishness of the defendants “So what? Is this 
fact of any significance?”. Commenting on the 
fact that Vanguard had dared to mention the 
unmentionable the Kinnockite-Labour New 
Society magazine complained that Vangurd 
had accused Saunders & Co. of being part of a 
‘Jewish conspiracy’ despite the fact that no 
such allegation was, in fact, made. 

Now, following the convictions of the 
accused, it is perhaps appropriate that we 
consider once again the role of Judaism in the 
Guinness affair. Once again we must ask: Is 
this fact of any significance? 

The answer to that must surely be an 
emphatic - YES. The idea that the four men 
behind the biggest swindle ever perpetrated in 
business history in Britain ‘just happened to 
all be Jewish’ is too improbable to be taken 
seriously. Jews comprise less than 1% of the 
population of Britain - thus the probability 
that all four defendents should all come, 
purely by chance, from that small population 
is less than one in one hundred million. And of 
course American Jewry - a three per cent 
minority in the USA also produced Mr 
Boesky, America’s biggest ever fraudster. It is 


asking too much to believe this all happened 
‘by chance’. 

So why were those in the dock all of the 
Jewish faith? One possible reason might be 
that the Fraud Squad is staffed entirely by 
fanatical anti-semites who ignore major 
frauds perpetrated by Gentiles, and proceed 
only against Jewish criminals. This surely is 
no more likely than the ‘chance’ explanation. 
If there was the slightest reason for believing 
this to have been the case then it’s a safe bet 
that that unremitting defender of Jewish 
causes The Jewish Chronicle would have been 
screaming blue murder by now. 

Some people of course may well believe that 
the Guinness affair resulted from a ‘Jewish 
Conspiracy’ but this magazine rejects such a 
simplistic explanation {New Society please 
note!). The elaborate and intricate theories 
that have appeared over the decades of this 
century attributing every undesirable political 
and social phenomenon to the machinations 
of some secretive group of Learned Elders of 
Zion have always suffered from one major 
flaw - a lack of hard, irrefutable evidence. 




SAUNDERS 
5 years’ 
jail 


RONSON 

1 year’s jail 
& £5m fine 



PARNES 
2 } years’ 
jail 


The classic conspiracy theories of tight-knit 
groups of Machiavellian Hebrews deliberately 
and maliciously planning World Domination, 
theories which see in everthing further 
evidence of the implementation of a 
Rabbinical masterplan pre-ordained since 
biblical times, are simply cranky, serving only 
to discredit those who promote them. 

What then is the real answer? We would 
suggest that the actions of Saunders & Co. 
resulted mainly from forces of cultural 
determinism acting within Jewish society. The 
Judaic religion is the central focus of Jewish life 

- it is that religion, in all its forms, Orthodox, 
Liberal, Reform etc, that gives the Jewish 
community its sense of identity, its values and 
its moral code. 

The central tenet of Judaism is that the Jews 
are a ‘Chosen Race’, an elect of God, who 
holds them in especial esteem, whilst the rest 
of the world - the Goyim - are lowly creatures 
of no account. The values and morals of 
Judaism would unhesitatingly be condemned 
by liberals and anti-racists as ‘fascist’, 
‘imperialist’, ‘racist’ etc, etc, were they 
advanced by any other racial or political 
group. 

CONTEMPT 

It is not difficult to see how this basic 
attitude of contempt towards non-Jews might 

- let us put this as tactfully as we can - might 
lessen the inhibitions of some Jews towards 
defrauding Gentiles. Some of the specific 
practices of Judaism may also be thought to 
have a negative influence on the business 
ethics of some practitioners of the Jewish 
faith. 

For example there is the annual Jewish Rite 
of Kol Nidre. In a religious ceremony 
performed in a Synagogue Jews make a 
declaration absolving themselves from 
honouring promises and commitments made 
in the coming year to ‘the Goyim’. As one 
edition (New York 1907) of The Jewish 
Encyclopedia rather indiscreetly revealed the 
congregation chants, three times - 

“All vows, obligations, oaths, anathemas. . . 
which we may vow, or swear or pledge, or 
whereby we may be bound, from this day of 
atonement unto the next, whose happy coming 
we await, we do repent. May they be deemed 
absolved forgiven, annulled and void and made 
of no effect; they shall not bind us nor have 
power over us. The vows shall not be reckoned 
vows; the obligations shall not be obligatory; 
nor the oaths be oaths.” 
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It is not too difficult to see that the business 
ethics of some Jewish businessmen might be 
adversely affected through their belief in 
Judaism. Shortly after the original arrest of 
Saunders, Ronson and Parnes one 
Establishment financial journalist Graham 
Paterson wrote that events at Guinness had 
“helpedfuel an ugly whispering campaign in the 
City . . . conversations dwelt on their (the 
arrested financiers) religious affinity ”. 

The Jewish community has long 
complained of the phenomenon of ‘anti¬ 
semitism’. Some, no doubt, will claim that 
even this article is ‘anti-semitic’ - they will be 
wrong. If any Jewish reader of Vanguard 
thinks us wrong in our above analysis then 
they are welcome to write in and tell us why 
they think the dock in the Guiness case was 
people solely by their co-religionists. 

No doubt some Jewish claims of ‘anti- 
semitic oppression’ are valid; but we would 
suggest that much so-called ‘anti-semitism’ is 
merely an inevitable response to the anti¬ 
gentile prejudices embedded within the 
archaic, Talmudic dogmas of Judaism - 
particularly of the Orthodox variety. 

LAST WORD 

Perhaps the last word on the subject is best 
left with the writer and thinker George 
Bernard Shaw. Noted for his independence of 
mind and forthrightness of character GBS 
had this to say in an interview with The Jewish 
Chronicle in 1928. Asked “Do you believe the 
Jews to be a chosen race?” he replied 
“Certainly not. It is this monstrous 
presumption that has always been their ruin and 
the fact that it has also been their consolation in 
captivity and ostracism does not remove it from 
the category of dangerous paranoic delusions 

Regarding Zionism he added “Those Jews 
who still want to be the chosen race - chosen by 
the late Lord Balfour - can go to Palestine and 
stew in their own juice. The rest had better stop 
being Jews and start being human beings.” 




Scenes from the recent 
NF Annual Conference. 
Left: Martin Wingfield 
presents the 'Flag’ 
sales trophy. 

Below: Hertfordshire 
Regional Organiser John 
McAuley accepts an award 
for bravery, on behalf 
of a local NF member. 



SUBSCRIBE! 


MAKE SURE you get Vanguard ever y issue by taking out a subscription 
to Britain's leading Nationalist magazine. 


Rates for eight issues are:- 

United Kingdom _£10.00 

Europe _ £13.00 

Rest of World (Surface Mail) _£14.00 

Rest of World (Airmail) _£19.00 

HM Armed Forces serving overseas _£11.00 


Cheques/Postal Orders/International Money Orders should be made 
payable to 'Vanguard Publications'. 

Payments should either be by £ Sterling or by US $s, on the basis of £1 to $2 


To: Vanguard Publications, P.O. Box 634, Hove, East Sussex, BN3 
5FZ, UK. 
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NAME __ 

ADDRESS _ 

__ Postcode __ 


29 















































Direct Call to the 
NATIONAL FRONT 

Natioaal Front branches in some parts of the country now have their own postal address. You 
can contact your branch immediately for details of membership, meetings and activities. Save 
time and support your local unit by contacting them direct. 

I 

BECKENHAM: P.O.Box 279, Beckenham, Kent BR3 4ZT. 

BIRMINGHAM: P.O.Box 114, Solihull, West Midlands Tel: 021-783-3564 

BOLTON & WIGAN 3, Shurmer Street, Bolton, Lancs 

BRIGHTON ft EAST SUSSEX: P.O.Box 634, Hove, East Sussex BN3 5FZ. 

BRISTOL ft WILTSHIRE: P.O.Box 447, Bristol BS99 1SD. 

COVENTRY ft WARWICKSHIRE: P.O.Box 103, Coventry CV1 5TN. 

CROYDON, SOUTH LONDON ft SURREY: P.O.Box 76, Carshalton, Surrey SM5 4QW. 
DERBY ft DISTRICT: P.O.Box 132, Derby DEI 9PE. 

DEVON SOUTH & CORNWALL: P.O.Box 46, Torquay, Devon TQ2 7SX. Tel: 0803 
323430 

DUDLEY ft BRIERLEY HILL: P.O.Box 1021, Halesowen, West Midlands B63 2NF. 
EPPING FOREST: P.O.Box 32, Loughton, Essex IG10 1SS 
EAST LONDON A ESSEX: BCM Newpat, London WC1N 3XX. 

EXETER A NORTH DEVON: P.O.Box 51, Exeter, Devon EX2 8AN. 

GLASGOW: P.O.Box 569, Glasgow G31 4PA. 

GREAT YARMOUTH: 3, Beaconsfield Road, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk. 

LONDON NORTH: P.O.Box 760, London N17 6SB. Tel: 0426-92-42-70 
HEMEL HEMPSTEAD: P.O.Box 274, Hemel Hempstead, Herts HP2 5JW. 

LINCOLNSHIRE ft EAST YORKSHIRE: Royal Mail Letters, HU5 PDO, Harpings Road, 
Hull HU5 4JR. 

LEEDS ft WEST YORKSHIRE: P.O.Box 12, Morley, West Yorkshire LS27 9QR. Tel: 
0532-521982 

LUTON ft DISTRICT: P.O.Box 310, Houghton Regis, Dunstable LU5 5YF. 

NEWCASTLE, TYNE ft WEAR: 53, Greencroft Towers, Felling, Gateshead, Tyneside. 
NORWICH ft DISTRICT: 253, Robin Hood Road, Tuckswood, Norwich, Norfolk. 
PLYMOUTH ft DISTRICT: P.O.Box 112, Plymouth, Devon PL1 1DR. 

SEVENOAKS ft SOUTH KENT: P.O.Box 89, Sevenoaks, Kent TNI3 2BQ. 

SLOUGH, READING ft WINDSOR: P.O.Box 727, Slough, Berkshire SL3 7YY 
STOKE-ON-TRENT ft DISTRICT: P.O.Box 605, Stoke-on-Trent, ST4 4HJ. 

WALSALL ft WEST BROMWICH: P.O.Box 70, Walsall, West Midlands WS1 2FU. 
WORTHING ft WEST SUSSEX: P.O.Box 230, Worthing, West Sussex BN14 8EG. 




BADGES 
‘White Power’ 

& 

‘England - St George’ 

£1.50 each from 
Birmingham NF 
P.O.Box 114, 

Solihull, 

West Midlands. 


The 

FLAG 


Britain's Largest Circulation 
Nationalist Newspaper. 

News, Views & all the Latest 
on the Progress of the 
National Front. 

Send 50p for Sample Copy 
to: 

FLAG Newspapers, P.0 Box 
230, Worthing, W.Sussex BN14 
8EG. 



THE PATRIOT'S DEFENCE FUND 
was set up to help British patriots 
who have suffered fines, or 
imprisonment, because of their 
militant opposition to the enemies of 
Britain. 

Please help this fine, patriotic 
charity. Send your donations to:- 

PDF, P.O.Box 114, Solihul, West 
Midlands. 

Cheques/Postal Orders payable 
to 'PDF' please. 


FOR SALE: Back issues of NF News (pre 
'86) and Spearhead (pre '80). Send SAE 
with wants list to - PO Box 46, Torquay, 
TQ2 7SX. 


The appearance of any advertisement in 
Vanguard does not imply that the editor 
has any knowledge of, interest in, 
support for the product, service, 
organisation or function advertised. 
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"I BELIEVED" 

A 'Vanguard’reader explains how he came to Nationalism - 
from the Anti-Apartheid Movement. 


'WHA J! THE Anti-Apartheid Movement!" 
A quiet drink in a West Londn pub saw 
James Hall asking me the questions for a 
change. Why them, he asked? During my 
student days at Hatfield Polytechnic, I 
explained, I was against the intolerance 
of "fascism" and "racial hatred" and 
joining the Anti-Apartheid Movement 
seemed the right thing to do when I went 
there to do a sociology degree. 

What about the SWP he asked? No, not 
them I said. It's true that among the many 
lefty groups sniffing around the campus 
were the ubiquitous SWP and a lot of 
people did join, but they tended to leave 
just as rapidly. 

They were led at the time by one Peter 
Cohen and it was largely because of him 
that there was such a rapid turnover in its 
membership. Even the tutors of the rabidly 
Marxist sociology department agreed that 
this guy was a total psychopath. He 
"campaigned'' vigorously against the 
sacking of a particularly lazy and inefficient 
canteen worker at the campus cafe by 
smashing all the windows and crockery in 
the place. When that didn't work he beat 
up two members of the Student Union 
Executive Union (one of whom was a fully 
paid up member of the Communist Party 
ironically enough). 

My abiding personal memory is of him 
threatening to kick my face in if I didn't go 
along to an 'Anti-Fascist' demo being held 
in Hatfield the next day. It made me wonder 
at the time who the real fascists were. 

Cohen's glorious revolutionary career 
came to a fairly abrupt end when he and 
some of his SWP minions were sentenced 
to a year inside at her Majesty's pleasure 
for petrol-bombing Hatfield Woolworths in 
an effort to spread the 1981 summer riots. 

The whole left wir.g, including the Anti 
Apartheid Movement, seemed steeped in 
this self-same Stalinist intolerance. The 
masses, the revolution, smash this, smash 
that, the degrading mechanistic 
materialism, but above all the holy war of 
their rigid class struggle. 

I drifted away from these revolutionary 
cadres once the depth of their sham had 
sunk in and turned instead to Anarchism 
which seemed a reprieve from it all. As an 
exercise in political theory it was 
undoubtedly flawed. For a start it was 
mostly negative in that although it 
constantly said what was wrong with 
society now, it never said what it ought be 
like or how society could progressfrom one 
state to the other. 

Since no two anarchists ever agree (like 
Heinz, Anarchism seems to come in 57 
varieties) the whole thing always 
degenerated into a fruitless talking shop. 
On the plus side though, it was freer and 
more tolerant than the SWP, because of 


the diversity of views held it appeared that 
there was always a place for free speech. 

Gradually, however, the negative points 
began to gnaw away at my enthusiasm and 
I became more aware of some militant 
anarchists willingness to see "fascism" 
banned and take to the streets against 
them (the Black Flag mob, for instance, in 
this respect resemble over-educated 
Trotskyists, the SWP in disguise almost). In 
a way I suppose this is inevitable in any 
movement with no clear idea of the future - 
it is easier to keep a group together by 
saying what you are all against than what 
you are all for. 

Again I gradually disassociated myself 
and started spending more and more time 
in Europe. In the end I was using my 
student grant for travelling around Europe 
during term breaks instead of working for 
extra money like everyone else. I went 
because what I saw pleased me - clean 
cities, little crime, good looking people 
getting on with life with an air of efficiency 
and pride. 

My travelling on both sides of the Iron 
Curtain had taught me that although 
Europeans were quite different (they had 
different cultures, traditions, physiques, 
everything), they still had more in common 
with each other than the average 
inhabitant of London did with his 
neighbour. More to the point was they all 
had more group identity than "Londoners" 
did. 

It was at this point that I started asking 
questions; What is identity? What is race? 
Why is there such animosity between 
them in London when there wasn't in 
Europe? What causes it? I couldn't square 
the thought of racism and intolerance with 
Europe, the people there were very friendly 
towards me, not at all "racist" and at the 
same time London, the dirtiest, 


unfriendliest place I had ever been to was 
also the most multi-cultural, ethnically 
"integrated" city I had ever seen. 
Compared to other European cities 
London was undoubtedly diseased but I 
couldn't put my finger on it. 

I was still going round in these mental 
circles when I first met Nationalistactivist 
James Hall. It soon become quite clear that 
he knew what his identity was and where 
London and the rest of England (not to 
mention Europe) would be going if the 
situation didn't change. Itwas like jumping 
into an icy cold bath; after three years of 
student politics and four years in London 
I'd finally met someone with some 
answers. 

Look, he argued it's not racial 
segregation that causes racism but 
enforced integration. The thought was 
like a bombshell! If I'd seen that at 
university then there's no way I (and 
loads of others) would have ever joined 
Anti Apartheid Action. All this friction 
and racial conflict was due to forced 
multi-racism in the interests of big 
business and international capitalism, he 
explained. 

It was big business and the results of 
their forced integration, as far as I could 
see, that was the unmitigated disaster - 
London has become a scummy metropolis 
filled with every kind of minority trying to 
grab a piece of the action. A racial cesspit 
devoid of any national essence of 
spirituality (whatever the London Evening 
Standard tries to kid you with)! 

I began bombarding him with questions 
every time we met. Can these immigrants 
ever be absorbed? If they can't whydoesn't 
the ordinary man-in-the-street demand 
changes I asked, what is there to stop 
them? He must have grown sick of this 
barrage because in the end he gave me a 
copy of The Dispossessed Majority, a book 
I d never seen before by someone I'd never 
heard of. To say it was an eyeopener is an 
understatement. It answered almost every 
question I could ask and even then a few I 
hadn't thought of. 

No wonder the book's been effectively 
banned. 


No Longer Needed! 
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The TVIen of ^Whitby" 



By ROBERT BLATCHFORD 


Robert Blatchford was a leading 
figure in the development of early 
British"patriotic socialism" at the 
end of the last century. 

His interest in social justice 
and the well-being of his Nation 
are well expressed in his best 
known works, such as 'Britain for 
the British’ and 'Merrie England’. 

He was also a talented essayist, 
as 'The Men of Whitby’, reprinted 
here, shows. 


O NE night in January 1881, during'a tremendous 
storm, a brig struck on the sunken reefs within the 
southern arm of Robin Hood’s Bay. The crew got out 
the jolly-boat, and made her fast with a rope to the mast 
of the wreck. All night long they fought with the 
waves, the people on shore being entirely ignorant of 
their calamity. 

Early in the morning the quarter-board of the vessel, 
driven ashore, was seen by the coastguardsmen, who 
gave the alarm, and it was then discovered that the 
brig had foundered during the night, and that the crew 
were still tossing about in their boat exposed to the perils 
of a furious gale, a blinding snowstorm, and a heavy sea. 

Now, at that time, the lifeboat at Robin Hood’s Bay 
was old and unseaworthy. To put out in her was to 
incur swift and certain death. Neither could the brig’s 
boat possibly make shore through the terrible breakers, 
even had her crew known the lay of the reefs, through 
which there are but two narrow channels where a boat 
may pass. 

What was to be done? The good people of Robin 
Hood’s Bay could not let the shipwrecked sailors drown 
before their eyes, and no ordinary boat could live in 
such a sea. There was but one chance—the telegraph. 
They wired to Whitby, requesting that the lifeboat 
might be sent at once. 

The Whitby men received this message after having 
been out five times during the night. They held a 
consultation. 

The first suggestion was that the lifeboat should be 
towed round to Robin Hood’s Bay, about ten miles, by 
steam tug; but this was impossible, as no tug could 
weather such a storm as then was raging. 

The next suggestion was to man the lifeboat and 
pull round. This was put to the vote, and unanimously 
negatived. With the ebb tide and the furious gale 
against them, no boat’s crew in the world could have 
taken the boat to the wreck, even if there had been a 
hope of living in that tremendous storm. The brave 
men of Whitby looked at the great cauldron of the sea, 
where the swirling water and the shrieking spray and 
flying snow were blent in one great seething hell-broth, 
and shook their heads despairingly. 

And all this time the crew of the foundered ship, 
cut off from all communication with the shore, -were 
fighting their hopeless battle for life, looking to the land 
they could not reach, and praying for the aid which 
could not come. And then—then, when all hope of 
going to the rescue by way of the sea had been aban¬ 
doned—out spoke some hero of the Lifeboat Council 
on the Whitby beach, and said: '“We will take her 
overland .” 

They would take the lifeboat overland! Do you 
realize the magnitude of the task ? The heroic audacity, 
of the idea ? Between Whitby and Robin Hood’s Bay 
there are six long miles of hilly country. A lifeboat is 
a huge and ponderous vessel. A terrific storm was 
raging. There was a hard frost, and the roads were 
deep with snow. 

On the face of it, the project looked like madness. 
But there was a boat’s crew of sailors hoping against 
hope amongst the breakers; and British fishermen, 
having made up their minds to do a thing, bring 
desperate courage to face desperate emergencies. 

The men of Whitby would take their lifeboat over¬ 
land ! The rumour spread. The crowd increased. 
The enthusiasm began to blaze. Old men, women, 
and children—the fathers, mothers, wives, daughters, 
and sons of fishermen—came out into the storm. The 
coxswain led the way to the boathouse, which was 
waist-deep in water, and the approach to which was 
swept every minute by the furious charges of the seas 
that rushed up the slips and over the pier. 

It was a noble sight! The boat was dragged out. 
Ropes were made fast to it. A hundred, two hundred, 
three hundred men seized the ropes; a great crowd 


followed; pushing the carriage or turning the wheels. 
Through the falling snow and crackling ice, the flying 
spume and spray, the lifeboat was dragged down the 
quaint old street and over the narrow and steep bridge. 
At the turn of the road a couple of horses were yoked 
on; a few yards up the hill a couple more; a few yards 
farther a couple more; and so, as the procession went, 
were men and horses added to win the way against 
wind and weather. 

One mile out a couple of travellers met the party, 
vowed the enterprise was hopeless; told how the roads 
were one mass of ice and snow, ho(v they themselves 
had left their traps and horses half buried in the drifts; 
to get to the bay, they said, was quite impossible. 

Impossible! Whitby was aroused. Whitby had got 
its blood up, the blood of the Vikings, who feared 
neither steel, nor storm, nor fire! Impossible! Whitby 
laughed. 

Ahoy, there! A score of men! Two, three score of 
men, and quickly, with axes and bars and shovels. We 
will see about this snow, we men of Whitby; we will 
go, though the skies should fall. 

The men were there—a hundred men with spades 
and axes; a hundred more with ropes and lanterns. 
They hewed the ice and cut the snow from the track; 
they grew more fierce and resolute the sterner grew 
the obstacles. 

At every hamlet, at every farm and cross-road they 
picked up volunteers. Farmers and carriers met chem 
with their cattle. Soon they had thirty horses, and of 
men a regiment. T hey dragged the great boat by main 
force up the steep hills, and through the ruts and puddles. 
They hacked Tieir way through drifts and hedges; they 
pulled up gates and broke down walls, and so, panting, 
straining, heaving like giants, they hauled the lifeboat 
into the crowd at the top of the winding and abrupt 
declivity which leads to the beach of the bay. 

Howl, demoniacal winds; rage, hungry waves 
around the fainting seamen in their broken boat! T he 
Vikings are upon you, the men who brought the life¬ 
boat overland. 

T he steep road down to the shore is a mass of ice; 
the horses cannot stand upon it; the seas break fiercely 
over the wall. The men of Robin Hooc : Bay come 
forward. They are Vikings, too. They lash the hind 
wheels of the carriage. They seize the ropes, the boat, 
the wheels, the sides, nine hundred lusty men, and they 
dash the thing down to the water with one mighty rush. 

T hen no time is lost. Swiftly the men of the crew are 
dressed, the boat is launched, and with a lurch and a 
plunge leaps bodily into the storm. 

But all is not yet over. T he sea is something 
tremendous; the coast is a mass of hidden reefs; and 
in a few minutes the lifeboat is hurled back, beaten, to 
the shore, with all the oars on one side broken, and 


half the crew exhausted or disabled. 

It is three hours now since the men of Whitby 
formed their grand and daring resolution. All that 
time the crew of the sunken vessel have been holding 
on in hopeless desperatibn, knowing nothing of the 
efforts made on their behalf; hearing nothing but the 
shriek of the tempest and the thunder of the Waves; 
seeing nothing but the vast, dark hillsides of water, the 
misty loom of the land, and the baffling veil of eddying 
snowflakes, whirling, whirling. 

Eight men of the lifeboat’s crew are out of action; 
eight volunteers take their places. Eight oars are 
shattered; eight more are shipped from the damaged 
boat belonging to the bay. A pilot also, a fisherman of 
the village, goes aboard, and again the boat is rushed 
into the billows. 

Rescue or death these men will win. The boat must 
go, shall go; the blood of the Vikings is on fire; they 
would in their present temper fetch their comrades 
ashore though hell itself should gape. 

Out again into the mirk and fury. Out in the boat 
they have carried overland. Out under the eyes of all 
the gallant men and brave women of the village. Out 
in the teeth of the tempest, into the roaring, rolling 
black-green valleys of the shadow of death. Now 
rising on the crest of some huge roller, now hidden 
from sight in some fearful, hissing pit, now hurled 
upon its beam ends by the sudden impact of a heavy 
sea, the Whitby boat fights its way towards the men 
who shall be rescued. 

Not till the lifeboat was close upon them had those 
desperate, clinging wretches any knowledge of the 
succour so heroically brought. Fainting with fatigue, 
perished with cold, still they hold on—stubborn, but 
hopeless. They cannot see the lifeboat, they cannot 
see the shore. 

And now, now comes the glorious moment. We are 
upon them; we shall save them. No; they are giving 
way, they will be lost, and we within a hundred yards of 
them. The crisis is bitter in its intensity. Thecoxswain 
of the Whitby boat, Henry Freeman, turns to his crew, 
and in his great, deep voice cries: “ Now, my lads, give 
them a rousing cheer”; and over the scream of the 
gale, and over the roar of the sea, and over the hiss of 
the brine, goes up the Vikings’ shout, the shout of 
victory! 

Oh, it was a glorious day! a strife of giants! a 
triumph of heroes! Imagine the delighted enthusiasm, 
the frantic excitement of the crowd when the ship¬ 
wrecked crew were landed on that dangerous rocky 
shore, snatched from the very jaws of death—saved, 
saved to a man!—saved by the dauntless courage and 
magnificently heroic devotion of the fishermen of 
Whitby, who brought their lifeboat overland 
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